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LONDON, JUNE 
oe eee 

Ir seems that the point which we last week raised, 
namely, that by the terms of the charter every member 
of the Incorporated Law Society, being an attorney, 
solicitor, or proctor practising in England is eligible as 
a member of the Council, and cannot be disqualified by 
any bye-law, is fully as serious as we suggested it might 
prove to be. The Council laid a case before Sir John 
Karslake and Mr. Davy, who concurred in advising that 
Mr. Carpenter’s"proposed bye-law would be ultra vires. 
But the objection goes much further, and in deference to 
it the Council have omitted the bye-laws which required 
that every candidate for the Council should have been 
in practice for not less than ten years; that the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President should have had at least three 
years’ experience on the Council; and that the Council 
should be composed as hearly as might be of one- 
fourth country and three-fourths town members. In all 
these cases it was suggested—and the suggestion was 
generally acquiesced in—that the proposed restrictions, 
though they could not be legally imposed, should be 
adopted as part of the unwritten constitution; and we 
think that the country members will have just cause for 
complaint if at least one-fourth of the Council be not 
elected from among their number. 

An opinion was expressed at the meeting that the 
now admitted invalidity vi the bye-law restricting can- 
didates for the Council to members who had been in 
practice for ten years necessarily involved the illegality 
of the Council elected during its continuance. But this 
is clearly not the case. Every member of the Council 
was eligible, and was validly elected. No candidate of 

. less than ten years’ standing had ever been rejected on 
that ground, and although the Society may complain 
that its field of selection had been unnecessarily re- 
stricted, the evil ends there, and the restriction, even if 
illegal, does not invalidate the acts of the Council, or its 
right to be the governing body of the Society. 


THE DECISION OF THE QUEEN’s Bencu in the case of 
Re Clements, sets at rest a question which recent events 
have invested with considerable importance—the right 
of the examiners to inquire into the moral as well 
as the intellectual qualifications of candidates for ad- 
mission as attorneys. On principle the matter was 
tolerably clear before thy ‘lecision. Stat. 6 & 7 Vict. 
¢. 73, s. 15, empowers the Common Law Judges, before 
they issue a fiat for the admission of any person to be 
an attorney, to examine and inquire, by such ways and 
means as they shall think proper, touching the articles 
and service, and the fitness and capacity of such person 
to act as an attorney. ‘There is nothing in the statute, 
orin the order appointing the examiners made by the 
Judges from time to time, which can be construed as 
limiting the “ fitness,” with reference to which the 
examiners are to inquire, to mere intellectual fitness, 
and there was certainly nothing in the practice prior to 
the passing of the statute which could lead to an infer- 
énce that such limitation was intended. The Act—as 








Lord Langdale remarked in moving the second reading in 
the House of Lords—merely provided for the continuance 
of the real and efficient examination which had been 
instituted in 1836. At the time this examination was 
first established, and down to the passing of the 6 & T 
Vict. c. 73, the statutes 4 Hen. 4, c. 18, and 3 Jac. 1, ¢. 
7, were unrepealed. By the former of these Acts it 
was provided that “All attorneys shall be examined 
by the justices, and by their discretion their names put 
on the roll, and they that be good and virtuous, and of 
good fume, shall be received and sworn well aud truly to 
serve in their offices.” By section 2 of the Act 
of Jac. 1, it is enacted that “ None shall henceforth 
be admitted attorneys in any of the King’s Courts of 
Record aforesaid but such as have practised in 
soliciting of causes and have been proved by their 
dealings to be skilful and of honest disposition.” It is 
clear that up to the passing of the Act of Vict. the Judges 
were, in theory at least, bound to inquite into the 
character as well as the attainments of candidates for 
admission as attorneys. It is somewhat singular that 
the Act of Vict., which repealed the ancient statutes, and 
extended the examination to the “ articles and service,’’ 
did not also provide expressly for an inquiry into the 
character of the candidate. Probably it was taken for 
granted that the terms “ fitness and capacity,” borrowed 
from the statute of 2 Geo. 2c. 23, would include both 
moral and intellectual fitness. The emphatic declaration 
of Blackburn, J., in the recent case, that “ both upon prin- 
ciple and authority the examiners are to inquire into the 
moral as well as intellectual fitness of those who were 
candidates to be allowed to practise as attorneys,” will be 
welcomed by a profession keenly sensitive to the discredit 
involved in the admission to their ranks of unworthy 
members. Noone can doubt that the examiners are 


; prepared in every case which may hereafter arise to act 


with the same firmness and judgment as they showed in 
the matter to which the decision of the Queen’s Bench 
related, and that decision, besides coufirming the prac- 
tice of a rigorous investigation of the antecedents of 
candidates, may have the effect of preventing persons 
whose characters will not bear investigation from pre- 
senting themselves for examination. 


By a masonrity of (including tellers) 432 to 209, the 
Incorporated Law Society have rejected Mr. Carpenter's 
amendment when submitted as a substantive resolutions 
and have refused to ostracise for a certain period the re= 
tiring members of Council. Such a result is a subject of 
congratulation, for it would have been a lamentable 
confession of weakness if the Society had deliberately 
affirmed its own incapacity to elect the ablest and most 
efficient candidates from among its members unless all 
competition by retiring members of the Council were 
absolutely forbidden. At the same time, we consider 
that the Society is greatly indebted to Mr. Lewis for 
bringing the subject forward, and are satisfied that the 
considerable support which his proposition received will 
have convinced the Council that there is in the Society a 
feeling that their proceedings have not been characterised 
by sufficient energy and thoroughness, and will stimulate 
them to greater exertions in the future. 

The revision of the bye-laws was completed at the 
same meeting with but little discussion. The two bye- 
laws proposed by Mr. Finch’s committee, and not accepted 
by the Council, failed to meet with general support, and 
were lost. The former of these, which proposed to give 
to country members a power of voting by voting papers, 
appeared, as originally suggested by Mr. C. Harrison, jun., 
to be of much value; but as soon as by Mr. Williams’ 
amendment it was extended to all members of the Society, 
it became open to the objections which in a former article 
we pointed out, and could not be supported. The latter 
bye-law was moved by Mr. Lake, in the presumed interest 
of country solicitors; but every country member present 
repudiated it as unnecessary and worthless; and in the 
face of this expression of opinion Mr. Lake withdrew it. 
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We think that some such bye-laws are needed, if the 
Society is to extend its influence among the country soli- 
citors; but, perhaps, for the present enough has been 
done, in securing that occasional general meetings shall 
take place in the provinces. 





Yesterpay (Friday) the Lords Justices reversed the 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins in Dance v. Golding- 
ham (21 W. R. 572). The case is one of considerable 
importance to trustees selling property. An estate was 
put up for sale by trustees in 1872, under conditions 
which provided that the title to the several lots should 
commence with a deed of the 12th March, 1858, under 
which the premises became vested in the vendors as 
trustees for sale, and that no earlier or other title should 
be called for or required, except at the purchaser's ex- 
pense in all things, and that all recitals and statements 
in abstracted instruments, and in the particulars of sale, 
should beaccepted as conclusive evidence of the indentures 
recited, stated, or referred to. The property had been 
held by two successive tenants for life, from 1819 to 
1872, under the trusts of a marriage settlement executed 
in 1819. The original settlement had been lost ; but this 
circumstance was not mentioned in the conditions. The 
property having been sold, a bill was filed by one of the 
cestuis que trustent to stop the completion of the sale, on 
the ground that the special conditions were unnecessary, 
since the trustees could, by careful search, have dis- 
covered the settlement of 1819, and also that the condi- 
tions materially prejudiced the sale. The Vice-Chancellor 
thought that the conditions were improper; but he came 
to the conclusion that the purchaser could not be deprived 
of the benefit of his purchase, as he was in no way 
mixed up with the irregularity, and, moreover, the 
evidence did not show that the sale had been, in fact, 
depreciated. The Lords Justices, on the contrary, held 
that, the conditions being improper, the cestuis que trustent 
were entitled to have the completion of the sale pre- 
vented, and that the purchaser was only entitled to his 
remedy against the trustees. This appears to be in ac- 
cordance with the principles laid down in former cases, 
such as /ede v. Oakes (13 W. R. 303, 4 De G. J. & S. 515), 
where Lord Justice Turner said: —“ The true question on 
which the validity of such a sale must depend seems to me 
to be this: Was or was not the sale made under such cir- 
cumstances and in such a manner as that the cestuis que 
trustent ought to be held bound by it? If it was, the 
title of the purchaser could not, I conceive, be impeached. 
If it was not, his title would, I apprehend, be liable to 
impeachment at the suit of the cestuis que trustent.” 





TuE JupGMENT recently delivered by the Lords Jus- 
tices in the case of Kx parte Ogle, In re Pilling is 
noteworthy, as indicating the disinclination of the Court 
of Appeal to extend the doctrine of the personal lia- 
bility of trustees for moneys paid by them bond fide 
under a misapprehension of the law. The facts of the 
case were that a trustee under a deed of assignment for 
the benefit of creditors, under section 192 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861, paid to bankers, who held bills upon 
which the bankrupt and other persons were liable, a 
dividend upon the full amount of the bankers’ original 
claim, notwithstanding that before the payment of the 
dividend the amount due on the bills to the bankers had 
been reduced by payments made by the other persons 
liable on the bills. Upon an application by creditors 
to surcharge the trustee with the amount of divi- 
dend overpaid, the Lords Justices, affirming the 
decision of the Judge of the County Court at Man- 
chester, held that the trustee, having acted bond 
Jide, although under a misapprehension of the law, 
could not be made personally responsible. James, L.J., 
distinguished the case of a trustee in bankruptcy from 
that of an ordinary trustee, on the ground that the 
former had quasi judicial duties to perform, and was in 
the position of a judge or arbitrator appointed by the 
parties. He designated the decisions in which the Court 





of Chancery has held trustees and executors liable for 
moneys paid by them under an honest misapprehension 
of the law “cases of great hardship,’ and declared that 
he was not prepared to extend the doctrine laid down in 
them. It is satisfactory to contrast this language with 
that of some other judges—for instance, with Lord 
Redesdale’s remark in Doyle v." Blake (2 Sch. & Lef. 343) 
with reference to a trustee who, as he said, “no doubt 
meant to act fairly and honestly.” “Tf,” said his Lord- 
ship, “under the best advice he could procure he acts 
wrong it is his misfortune, but public policy requires 
that he should be the person to suffer.” 


WE RECENTLY pDiscussED (ate, p. 399) the loophole 
which has been opened in the Bills of Sale Act (17 & 18 
Vict. c. 36) by recent decisions. An ingenious attempt 
to make a further breach was defeated by the Lords 
Justices in the case of Ex parte Mackay, In re Jeavons, 
reported in last week's Weekly Reporter (p. 664). In that 
case the question was raised whether an unregistered 
agreement to execute a bill of sale of certain specific 
chattels constituted a valid equitable transfer of such 
chattels. The answer to this question, of course, de- 
pended upon the interpretation to be given to the defini- 
tion of a bill of sale contained in the Act—“ the expres- 
sion, ‘ bill of sale,’ shall include bills of sale, assignments, 
transfers, declarations of trust without transfer, and 
other assurances of personal chattels.” It was contended 
that, although an agreement for a bill of sale of goods 
gives an equitable right to them, and may be said to 
operate as an equitable assurance of the goods, it 
was not an “assurance” within this definition; 
that the words, in fact, ought to be confined to an 
assurance of personal chattels at law. The Lords 
Justices, however, rejected this strict construction, hold- 
ing that the case was plainly within the mischief intended 
to be remedied by the Act; and also that it was fairly 
within the words of the Act. The former conclusion is 
indisputable; the latter, perhaps, somewhat doubtful ; 
yet it is not easy to see what meaning the words “ other 
assurances of personal chattels”’ can have if they do not 
refer to cases of this kind. 





Tur criticisms we ventured to offer (ante, p. 396) upon 
the decision of Lord Romilly in Erskine v. Adeane have 
been fully confirmed by the result of the appeal, in which 
judgment was given on Wednesday last. The Lords 
Justices emphatically declared that there was no implied 
warranty on the part of a landlord that the land he lets is. 
clear of noxious trees or shrubs, and said that in the 
absence of any express warranty a tenant must take the 
land as he finds it. 








THE JUDICATURE BILL IN THE COMMONS. 

It is always rash to predict the course. of events in 
the uncertain world of Parliament. But it does seem 
at last as if the Judicature Bill had passed all serious 
perils ; and that nothing but either strange remissness 
on the part of the Government, or some of those acci- 
dents which no one could foresee, can prevent the 
measure from becoming law this session. Throughout the 
debate of Monday aud Thursday nights it was quite 
apparent that the second reading of the Bill would not 
be seriously opposed. Mr. Charley’s amendment in 
favour of retaining the jurisdiction of the House of 
Lords, though it received some support of the abstract, 
debating society kind, never had any seriousness or 
reality about it. The rock upon which the Bill was in 
danger of shipwreck was Mr. Gregory's motion to refer 
it toa Select Committee. There is not the least reason 
to suppose that either Mr. Gregory himself, or those who 
spoke in favour of his motion, had any desire to obstruct 
the passing of the measure. The arguments in favour 
of a Select Committee, looked at by themselves, were 
very strong, so much so that, had this. been the be- 
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ginning of May instead of the middle of June, they 
might, perhaps, have prevailed. But they fell short of 
showing that a Select Committee was an absolute neces- 
sity, or that any of the defects pointed out could not be 
dealt with in Committee of the House. On the other 
hand it was tolerably clear that to refer the Bill to a 
Select Committee was to kill it for this year; and that 
such an opportunity of passing a great measure might 
not recur for years, if it ever came at all. It was 
material to remember, too, as was forcibly pointed out 
by the Times on Tuesday, that the whole of next ses- 
sion must intervene before the machinery of the Bill has 
to come into operation, so that an oversight this year is 
not absolutely irreparable. The withdrawal of the mo- 
tion was, therefore, as desirable on public grounds as it 
was prudent in parliamentary tactics. 

In one sense, therefore, the debate upon the various 
proposals made has resulted in very little. But the value 
of the debate has been very great. It has shown exactly 
the points upon which objection is taken to the bill as it 
stands; it has shown them to be far fewer in number 
than had generally been anticipated; and it has, more- 
over, shown them, with one exception, to which we shall 
shortly advert, to be matters of a kind which can well be 
dealt with by the whole House, and in a moderately short 
time. In fact, the House has had its work in committee 
mapped out for it in a most convenient way. 

The controverted matters are shortly these:—The in- 
sufficiency in number of the Equity Judges as compared 
with the Common Law Judges; the constitution and 
organization of the Court of Appeal; Official Referees ; 
District Registries; and, lastly, the schedule of Pleading 
and Procedure. 


Upon the first of these points, the number of the. 


Equity Judges and their distribution, Mr. Osborne 
Morgan delivered himself in a speech which embodied in 
their crudest form a variety of prejudices which we have 
already combatted in these columns; and he demanded, 
if we rightly understand him, the immediate appoint- 
ment of Equity Judges in every Division. Other 
speakers, in much more temperate and much weightier 
language, expressed fear about the working of the Bill 
as it stands. 

It is not easy to gather exactly from the language 
of the Attorney-General what the intention of the 
Government is upon this matter. But it appears to 
have been understood by everybody that the Government 
were favourable to the increase of the Chancery Bench, at 
least to the extent embodied in the Bill as it now stands, 
with Lord Cairns’ amendment. And as to the presence of 
Equity Judges in the other Divisions of the High Court, 
it appears to be Lord Selborne’s. view, and that of the 
Government, that future vacancies in those Divisions may 
with advantage be filled from the Equity side of the Pro- 
fession. As to the increase in the number of Chancery 
Judges, it will, we hope, for every reason be secured. As 
to the other point—-the appointment of Equity men from 
time to time to the bench of all the Courts—it would not, 
we think, be desirable that any Government or Chancellor 
should give any positive pledge ; for circumstances cannot 
be foreseen. But, inasmuch as for the future all Courts 
are to administer the same law, and all Courts are to try 
facts as far as possible in the same way, so that the Equity 
Bar will soon become familiar with the conduct of trials 
of fact, it is clear that there can be no monopoly in 
favour of the present Common Law Bar of any class of 
judicial appointments. And, moreover, it would, doubt- 
less, be well that for a time preference should, ceteris 
paribus, be given to Equity men. So that, though no 
pledge could with propriety be given upon the point, we 
have no doubt that the course suggested will, in fact, be 
carried out. 


The Court of Appeal is the point upon which by far 
the most serious discussion took place during the recent 
debate, and which will certainly give rise to most dis- 
cussion in committee. The speeches of Mr. Henry Mat- 
thews, Mr. Amphlett, and Sir R. Baggallay, are ex- 





tremely interesting with reference to this matter, and 
deserve most careful consideration. 

But before discussing the points suggested by those 
speeches, it is well, first, to point out what, under the 
provisions of the Bill, the Court of Appeal would prac- 
tically be. Nominally, it would consist of the Lord 
Chancellor, the two Lords Justices, three other Judges, 
who would necessarily be chosen from the Common Law 
Bench, of the Common Law Chiefs, the Master of the 
Rolls, the four paid Judges of the Privy Council, and 
possibly some of the Law Lords as extra Judges. 

Now, it is plain that just at present we cannot depend 
upon any of the Law Lords as regular attendants. It is 
also clear that the Privy Council Judges will have quite 
enough to do in hearing Indian and Colonial appeals, 
and that they can give little, if any, time to English 
business. It is clear, too, that the Commen Law Chiefs 
and the Master of the Rolls will ordinarily sit in their own 
Courts, not in the Court of Appeal. The Appeal Court, 
then, would, for ordinary purposes, consist of the Lord 
Chancellor, the Lords Justices, and three selected Common 
Law Judges. Now, if such a Court always sat together, 
and if there were full security that it would always be 
similarly constituted, probably there are few reasonable 
people, if any, who would not be perfectly contented 
with it. 

But the Bill allows the Court of Appeal to sit in 
Divisions—three being a quorum. One possible con- 
sequence of this Mr. Matthews and Sir R. Baggallay 
pointed out with great force. It would be open to the 
Court to resolve itself practically into two Courts—one 
for Common Law appeals, and the other for Equity appeals 
—so asto perpetuate in the most objectionable of all forms 
the distinction which it is the main object of the Bill to 
sweep away. Mr. Amphlett pointed out another danger, 
that two Divisions of the Court of Appeal might have to 
decide the same question, and might arrive at different 
conclusions, both decisions being final and binding upon 
all other tribunals—a deadlock fearful to contemplate, 
These are unquestionable defects, requiring amendment; 
and to their amendment the attention of the House in 
Committee will have to be given. It ought surely to be 
enacted that the Court of Appeal shall, for ordinary 
purposes, be one and indivisible. If the whole appellate 
jurisdiction of the Judicial Committee should be trans- 
ferred to the new Court, it would, no doubt, be well that 
a special Division should be told off to administer Hindoo 
and Mahommedan law, and that of any of our Colonies 
whose law, like that of Lower Canada for instance, is 
not English; but for English cases there should be one 
Court, not several. In other words, the whole Court, 
however composed on each occasion, should, as a rule, sit 
together. The difficulty of place pointed out by Sir R. 
Baggallay might, till the new Courts are built, be met by 
the Court sitting sometimes at Westminster, and some- 
times at Lincoln’s Inn. But there ought perhaps to be 
some exceptions to the rule requiring the whole Court to 
sit together. There are many appeals not really involving 
any question of law at all, but turning wholly upon facts. 
These and some other cases might, if any mode can be 
found of distinguishing them from cases turning upon 
questions of law, be safely entrusted to smaller bodies. 

The other objection to the Court of Appeal as proposed 
is that sufficient provision is not made for maintain ng 
the representation of Equity in the Court. In thiswe think 
there is some truth. The Attorney-General proposes to 
obviate the difficulty by extending the area of selection 
of Judges for the Appellate Court. We cannot judge of 
the wisdom of his plan till we see it in detail. But the 
great security against danger lies, we think, in a proper 
enlargement (as to its precise extent we are not inclined 
to dogmatise) of the number of the Chancery Judges. 
If they are very few in number, it may well happen that, 
should a Lord Justice be removed, there may not be an 
Equity Judge fit to take-his place. With larger numbers 
this can hardly happen. 

Serious objection is next taken to the wide powers 
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given of referring causes or questions arising in causes to 
official referees—that is to say, to official arbitrators 
other than the ordinary officers of the Courts. That such 
powers as it is intended to confer will be, on the whole, 
of enormous advantage to suitors is beyond doubt; but, 
the power given of referring compulsorily ‘ any ques- 
tion or issue of fact, or any question of account, in any 
cause or matter requiring any prolonged examination of 
documents or accounts, or any scientific or local investi- 
gation which cannot, in the opinion of the Court or a 
Judge, conveniently be made before a jury, or conducted 
by the Court through its ordinary officers,’ appears to be 
too wide in its terms. And certainly the provisions as to 
the Court's control over the referees and as to appeal from 
their decisions, are not sufficiently clear and precise. 

The establishment of district registries in various large 
provincial centres, such as already exist in Lancashire, is 
a subject on which conflicting opinions naturally prevail. 
The provision of the bill that, unless it be ordered to the 
contrary, every step in the cause down to entry for trial 
to be taken in the District Registry is, we think, wrong, 
especially when it is remembered that this is to 
apply to every kind of legal proceeding, Common 
Law and Chancery alike. What ought to be done 
if the provision is to be adopted at all, is to go 
through the matter in detail, and determine in which of 
the steps commonly taken the action of the Court is 
wholly or mainly ministerial, and let these be taken in 
the District Registry and reserve those in which judicial 
discretion is involved for the Court or a Judge. 
this cannot well be done by the Bill, it would be better 
to let the distribution be made hereafter by Rule. 

The last important subject handled in the debate on 
the second reading, and which will come before the 
committee, is the rules of pleading and procedure com- 
prised in the schedule. This is a subject involving, no 
doubt, the consideration of many details, and we cannot 
examine it this week. But we strongly think that no 
objection to the vagueness of the rules in the schedule 
ought to be allowed to delay the passing of the Bill; 
for, make what provisions you may in the Act of Parlia- 
ment, it is the rules to be framed under it, and the 
manner in which they are applied, that must really 
govern the character of the pleading and practice of the 
future. 








DAMAGES AGAINST CARRIERS. 

We lately examined in these columns (ante, p. 381) 
the difficult and controverted question involved in 
Hadley vy. Baxendale (2 W. R. 302, 9 Ex. 341), and 
the recent case of Horne v. Midland Railway Com- 
pany (21 W. R. 481, L. R. 8 C. P. 131). We propose 
now to make a short review of the authorities 
as to the measure of the damages recoverable against 
carriers, where no special notice or contract in- 
tervenes. The question may arise under four different 
states of circumstances—cither the carrier has received 
the goods and has not delivered them, or he has made 
delay in delivery, or he has delivered the goods in a 
damaged state, or he has made default in receiving them 
to be carried. 

It is under the first of these heads that the rule 
seems to have reached the most settled condition, 
both ia the English and the American Courts. Where 
there has been an entire failure to deliver goods which 
have been received to be carried, there has been, 
in the first place, an entire failure of the consideration 
in respect of which the freight was agreed to be paid; 
the freight, therefore, if already paid, can be recovered 
back. But, besides this, the goods themselves are lost ; 
the sender is therefore entitled to their value. But what 
is their value? Prima facie, their value is what it was 
at the time of delivery to the carrier. But with respect 
to articles of commerce, which form the great bulk’ of 
consignments, a further consideration arises. The duty 
of the carrier was to transport them in safety to a par- 
ticular place at a particular time. If he had performed 
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his duty they would have been available to the sender 
at that place and time. By the carrier’s default, there- 
fore, the sender loses the advantage which he would have 
had if they had been so available. It is fair, therefore, that 
he should recover their value as it would have been at 
the place of destination. But in order to get the goods 
to that place freight must have been paid for their 
transport thither, and that freight will itself form part 
of their value at that place. In estimating their value, 
therefore, at that place, the freight must be deducted, or 
the seller will recover that which he has never lost. 
Unless, therefore, the freight has been paid in advance, 
the damage will be the value of the goods at the place 
of destination, after deducting the freight which must 
have been paid to get them there, but which by reason 
of this non-delivery has never become due, or has ceased 
to be due. This rule was explicitly stated in Brandt v. 
Bowlby (2 B. & Ad. at p. 939), by Parke, J., and again in 
Rice v. Baxendale (10 W. R. C. L. Dig. 16,7 H. & N. 96), 
and it seems to have been conceded without argument in 
Sanquer v. Loudon and South Western Railway Company 
(2 W.R. C. L. Dig. 148, 16 C. B. 163). It had been adopted 
at a still earlier date in America in Wathins v. Laughton 
(8 John. 213, 1811), and Amory v. Macgregor (15 John. 
24, 1818), and was followed in Arthur v. The Schooner 
Cassius (2 Story 81, 1841), and The Joshua Barker (1 
Abb. Adm. Rep. 215). It has been thought that a dif- 
ferent rule was laid down by Lord Ellenborough in. 
Parker vy. James (4 Camp. 112), where the sender of 
goods, which were captured as prize through the negli- 
gence of the shipowner, recovered merely the value of 
the goods when put on board. But this is not so, for 
Lord Ellenborough expressly said: ‘“ I have no evidence 
before me that the goods were worth more,” thus plainly 
intimating that evidence would have been admissible to 
show that the goods had increased in value. In Wheel- 
wright v. Beers (2 Hall. 391, 1829), indeed, the sender 
whose goods were improperly sold at an intermediate 
port for a sum less than their cost price (which sum he 
had received) was only allowed by the Supreme Court at 
New York to recover the difference between the cost 
price and the amount realised by the sale; but from 
this judgment Berkeley, J.—the only judge who de- 
livered any reasons—dissented, and the decision cannot, 
therefore, claim much authority. In England, at least, 
the rule is clearly established by uncontradicted 
authority. 


To that rule, however, which supposes an ascertain- 
able market value for the goods at the place of destina- 
tion, an addition was made in the case of O'//anlan v. 
Great Western Railway Company (13 W. R. 741, 6 
B. & 8. 484), which provides for circumstances where 
the goods are to be delivered at a place where there is no 
market for such goods—that is, no market in which the 
owner of the lost goods can provide himself with similar 
gocds at a wholesale rate. “The natural and fair 
measure of damages is the value of the goods at the 
place and time at which they ought to have been 
delivered to the owner. Now, the value of the goods at 
the place of delivery must be the market price, if there 
is a market for such goods; if there is not, either 
from the smallness of the place or the scarceness of the 
particular goods, the value at the place and time of 
delivery would have to be ascertained as a fact by the 
jury, taking into consideration various matters, including, 
in addition to the cost price and expenses of transit, the 
reasonable profits of the importer, which are adjusted by 
what is called the higgling of the market . . . The 
jury must say what is the fair and reasonable profit 
which persons in the ordinary course of business would 
be likely to make” (per Blackburn, J., 6 B. & 8. pp. 491-2, 
13 W. R. 741). 

But, in the absence of special contract, it is only 
damages capable of being measured by this general 
standard that can be recovered; not special damages 
arising from the peculiar arrangements or circumstances 
of the plaintiff. Thus, sub-sales effected by the sender 
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of the goods in reliance upon their due delivery, ex- 
penses incurred in awaiting their arrival, and special loss 
caused by reason of the plaintiff, through poverty, being 
unable to replace the missing goods, were disallowed by 
the Court in Rice v. Baxendale (ubi sup.). 

The rule which governs the damages where the goods 
have not been delivered must also govern the case where 
the goods have been delivered, but in a damaged state. 
Here, however, as the goods actually come to the hands 
of the owner, it is only the difference in value that can 
be recovered ; and the two items of comparison must be 
the value of the goods as it would have been at the 
place of destination if they had been delivered there 
sound, and their value as it was at the place and in the 
condition in which they were actually delivered. It is 
plain that the circumstances which determine the value 
of sound goods at the place of destination in cases under 
the first head will govern both terms of the comparison 
here; there may be a market for damaged goods as well 
as for sound ones; and again, it is quite possible that 
the only reasonable way of disposing of damaged goods 
may be to send them back to the place from which they 
came. In Collard vy. South Eastern Railway Company 
(9 W. R. 697, 7 H. & N. 79), the damage to the goods 
was such that they could only be made saleable by the 
performance of an operation which caused delay; the 
damages allowed were the difference between their value 
at the time when they should have been delivered sound 
and their value after they had been so treated, which in- 
cluded, not only depreciation in intrinsic value, but fall 
of price during the delay. It is evident that this was 
the best means of arriving at what they were really worth 
in their damaged condition, and was the most favourable 
way of taking it for the defendants. 

Under the head of delay, by analogy to the rule adopted 
in the case already mentioned, it follows that the damages 
must be the difference between the value at the place of 
destination of the goods at the time when they ought to 
have been delivered, and their value when they are de- 
livered in fact. At first sight it may seem absurd to say that 
where goods are not delivered for, suppose, a year after 
the time when they ought to have been, the sender 
can recover only nominal damages, if the value of the 
goods and their price at the place of destination has 
not varied, although all the purposes for which the sender 
required them may have long since ceased. But in 
applying this rule, it must be remembered, on the 
one hand, that non-delivery within a reasonable time is 
good evidence of loss, and that, practically, therefore, 
the owner need never wait very long before bringing his 
action. On the other hand, it must be considered, that since, 
in this case as in the others, only general circumstances of 
damage can be taken into account, that loss which 
arises out of the special arrangements and circumstances 
of the plaintiff, and which is usually of far greater im- 
portance, must, in the absence of special contract, be 
discarded. Upon this last point we need only refer 
to the observations in these columns already referred 
to (ante, p. 381), and to the cases of Wilson v. Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway Company (9 W. R. 635, 9 C. B. 
N.S. 632), Great Western Railway Company v. Redmayne 
(L.R.1C. P. 329), and Woodger v. Great Western Railway 
Company (15 W. R. 383, L. R. 2 C. P. 318). In the first 
of these cases (JVilson’s case) the profits expected to arise 
from the manufacture of the goods into articles of dress 
the season for which expired during the delay, and tra- 
velling expenses uselessly incurred ; in the second (Red- 
mayne’s case), the profits expected to arise in retailing 
the goods through the presence at the place of destination 
of the plaintiff's travellers, who were compelled to leave 
before the goods arrived; and in the third (IWoodger’s 
case), the expenses of the plaintiff's travellers detained in 
idleness through the non-arrival of the goods, were held 
not recoverable. It is doubtful whether Black v. Baxen- 
dale (1 Ex. 410) is consistent with those cases and the 
principles laid down in them, but from the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of that case it cannot be relied on. The 





general rule ‘above mentioned seems to be also adopted 
in America (Nent v. Liudson River Railway Company 
22 Barber, 278). 

In Redmayne’s case the rule was laid down with 
sufficient clearness; only the difference between the 
respective values of the goods at the respective times 
above mentioned was allowed to be recovered, and 
it was said that “the market value of the goods was their 
value in the market, independently of any circumstances 
peculiar to the plaintiff.” In Wilson's case a somewhat 
liberal construction was put upon this rule, which does 
not really vary it, but the limitation of which needs to be 
carefully observed. The plaintiff was allowed, in esti- 
mating the value of the goods at the respective periods, 
to take into account “ the fluctuations of the season,” by 
reason of which the goods were less available for profitable 
use at the time when they, in fact, arrived, than they 
would have been if they had arrived in due time. The 
circumstance relied on was that the caps into which the 
cloth was to be made were out of season when the goods 
arrived. The effect of this would be that possibly the 
cloth would be unsaleable then, or only saleable at a great 
loss; and that, perhaps, it could only meet a market by 
being sent back to the place whence it came. Looked at 
in this way, the evidence as to the season for the caps 
being over would be admissible, not as teing itself evi- 
dence of loss, but as explaining why the cloth had fallen 
in value; and the case would be analogous to that of 
O Hanlun v. Great Western Railway Company, men- 
tioned above. The notion that the profits to be obtained 
by the manufacture of the caps could be recovered was 
distinctly repudiated. 

(To be continued.) 








REVIEWS. 

Equity and the Judicature Bill. 
the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

mission, from the Solicitors’ Journal). 

Co. 1873. 

This is a reprint in a neat and convenient form ef the 
articles on Fusion which have recently appeared in this 
journal. 1t would not become us to say more with refe- 
rence to the pamphlet than that the views it expresses have 
received the approval of distinguished members koth of the 
Equity and Common Law Bench, and that “ A Common 
Law Barrister,’ writing to the Zimes of Thursday, says :— 
“Mr. Arthur Wilson, in his excellent pamphlet, which every 
one interested in the Judicature Bill should read, suggests 
weighty reasons against any large or hasty increase in the 
number of the judicial staff. Whether Mr. Hemming or 
Mr. Wilson comes nearer the mark in his calculations is, 
comparatively speaking, unimportant. What is important 
is to remark that the stress laid on the necessity for more 
judges is the highest testimony to the merits of the Bill. 
A great measure must be singularly free from marked flaws 
when the most acute critics can find nothing for censure 
but a matter of-administrative detail, which at bottom 
resolves itself into a question of pounds, shillings, and 
pence.” 


By Artuvur WItson, of 
(Reprinted, by per- 
Henry 8S. King & 








Weare informed that Lord Westbary has appointed the 
17th, 18th, and 19th inst. for a sitting in the European 
Arbitration, to dispose of some cases which are now ripe 
for hearing. 

Harp Worps.—In the debate on Thursday evening, Mr. 
Lopes gave a resumé of the epithets which had bcen 
applied to the legal members of the House of Lords. Mr. 
Osborne Morgan, he said, spoke of them as a kind of 
Greenwich pensioners. The Solicitor-General called them 
decrepid old octogenarians. The Attorney-General said 
they were an irresponsible body. 

Mepicat Evipence.—Dr. Beard, in a paper read before 
the Medico-Legal Society of New York, said: “ Out of the 
forty thousand physicians in this country, more or less, 
there are, perhaps, one or two hundred whose opinion in 
delicate and difficult psychological cases would be of value 
in acourt of justice.” 
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COURTS. 


COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Bovitt, C.J., and Keatina, Brett, and Grove, JJ.) 
Jane 6.—ZJn re an Attorney, 

In this case, which had been referred to the Master to 
report upon (ante, p. 535), notice had been given to the 
attorney that the case would be called on, but he did not 
appear. 

Garth, Q.C., and Afurray, appeared for the Incorporated 
Law Society. The report of the Master was read. He 
reported that the attorney was charged with misconduct 
in using the name of another attorney without his con- 
sent. The attorney brought an action against a police 
magistrate for some remarks made by the latter at the 
termination of a case in which the former was defendant. 
In this actiou he had used the name of Mr. G. After 
hearing evidence it appeared to the Master that the 
attorney had reasonable ground for supposing that Mr. G. 
had authorised the use of his name. 

Garth, Q.C., said that certain circumstances had come 
out before the Master of which the Incorporated Law 
Society were unaware at the time when he moved for the 
rule, and the Master had very properly given the attorney 
the benefit of any doubt there might be upon the evidence. 

Bovitt, U.J.—It is very clear upon the affidavits, and 
from the investigation that has taken place, that this was 
a matter requiring the interposition of those who watch 
over the interests of the profession and of the public, and 
it was quite right that the attorney should be called upon 
to explain that which was brought before the Court on 
affidavit when this rule was granted; but the Master has 
found that the attorney had reasonable grounds for be- 
lieving that he had Mr. G.’s consent to his doing what he 
did, and does not find that the attorney has been guilty 
of misconduct as an attorney in reference to the matters 
by the rule referred to him. The Court do not think it 
necessary, therefore, to make any order upon the subject. 

June 7.—In re William Hunt. 

In this case a rule had been obtained last term by Garth, 
Q.C., on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, calling 
upon the attorney to show cause why he should not be 
struck off the rolls (ante, p. 536). It was alleged that Mr. 
Hunt had been instructed by the executors of a Mrs. 
Bird to settle claims for calls on shares which the deceased 
held in two companies; that he arranged to settle these 
claims for £310, and that a cheque for that amount had 
been handed to him by the executors for the purpose of 
paying this sam, but that he had never paid over the 
amouut to the liquidators of the companies. 

Morgan Lioyd, Q.C., now showed cause.—He contended 
that before the sum could be paid over, certain formalities 
had to be observed, which necessarily caused delay. The 
cheque was drawn in the attorney's favour, and was 
handed to him at the end of July, 1872, and then before 
anything could be done the offices of the Court of Chan- 
cery were closed; and the money could not be handed 
over to the liquidator of either company until an order 
was obtained from the Court. for that purpose, and that 
order was not obtained until after the long vacation. 
This gentlemau was not really in default until after 31st 
March last, because the correspondence showed that up to 
that time there were disputes; and the authority from the 
liquidators to pay over the money was not posted to him 
till the 28th March last. 

[Brerr, J—In June, 1872, Mr. Hunt wrote to his client 
— You mast call on me between twelve and one and 
swear the necessary affidavits to-morrow, and bring a 
cheque for £320 to enable me to settle the matter.” It is 
he, therefore, who asks for a cheque; and if the Court of 
Chancery is shut, and he cannot pay over the money, he 
ought not to ask for a cheque. | 

He is prepared to pay the money at any time. At the 
time he wrote to his client in June, the offices were open, 
and also at the time the cheque was first received, but in 
consequence of some few days’ delay it became too late. 
The learned counsel read several letters written by Mr. 
Hunt explanatory of the delay. He urged that, though 
Mr. Hont was wrong in not paying the money, there was 
no intention to misappropriate it. 





After hearing Garth, Q.C., and Murray, 

Bovitt, C.J, said: A person in the position of an 
attorney of this Court, a member of an honourable pro- 
fession, exercises great influence in country districts, and 
has the opportunity of doing great good or most serious 
mischief to the interests of society. It is necessary that 
this Court should see that persons who are upon the roll 
as officers of the Court, and accredited as attorneys of the 
Court, should be persons on whom reliance can be placed. 
The attorney in this case, in the mouth of July, 1872, 
received a sum of £310 from his client for a specific 
purpose. He induced his client to entrust him with that 
money for the purpose of paying it over, and from that 
time to the present he has not paid over one single shilling. 
He obtained the money under circumstances that lead to a 
strong suspicion, where no explanation is given, that he 
intended to appropriate it to his own purposes. Whether 
he originally intended to do so or not, as soon as the money 
wus placed in his power he did appropriate it to his own 
purposes, and diverted it from the purposes for which it 
was placed in his hands. This application was made as 
far back as May 3rd last ; but the matter was brought to 
the attention of the attorney some considerable time 
before ; and neither in answer to the applications made 
against him, nor to the rule, has he made any satisfactory 
statement or affidavit, and the money remains unpaid to 
the present hour. I am of opinion that he is not a man 
who ought to be accredited to the public, and there being 
no explanation of his conduct, the sentence of the Court is 
that he be struck off the rolls. 

The other Judges concurred. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 9th.--Government of Irelend.—Earl Russell brought 
in a bill providing for the appointment of a Secretary of 
State for Ireland in place of the Lord-Lieuterant, and 
also providing that, except in cases involving the punish- 
ment of death, the verdict of eight out of twelve jurymen 
should be sufficient for a conviction; and with regard to 
education, that the committee of the Privy Council in 
England should have the power to redress wrongs, and to 
restore to his post any manager of a school who might be 
unjustly removed. 

Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendments Bill.—This Bill 
was read a second time, the Lord Chancellor stating that its 
object was to empower the Attorney-General to intervene 
in suits for nullity of marriage within six months from the 
pronouncing of a decree nisi, as he had powcr to do in 
matrimonial cases, in all instances where there was reason 
to suppose that the parties were in collusion to obtain a 
decree annulling the marriage. 

June 10th.— Agricultural Children Bill—Lord Henniker, 
in moving the second reading of this Bill, said it provided 
that no child should be employed in agriculture under 
the age of eight ; that up to the age of ten no child should 
be employed who could not produce a certificate of having 
attended a school 250 times during the previous year, and 
that up to the age of thirteen no child should be employed 
unless it could produce a certificate of 150 attendances in 
the previous year. After some debate, in which the 
principle of the measure met with general approval, it was 
read a second time. 

The County Authorities Loans Bill was read a second 
time. 

Jane 12,—The Juries (Ireland) Bill was read a second 
time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Jane 6.—Law Affecting Contracts of Masters and Servants. 
—Mr. Vernon Harcourt called attention to the law affect- 
ing thecontracts of masters and servants. He reviewed 
the circumstances connected with the conviction of the gas 
stokers, and said that the effect of Brett, J.’s, direction was 
that, inspite of the Act of 1871, an agreement among any set 
of men to induce a mar in trade to alter his mode of business 
was an offence punishable by 12 months’ imprisonment with 
hard labour. If men working for 103.9 week agreed to de- 
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mand 12s. they would be guilty of that offence. Was it 
not a great anomaly that merely varying the form of 
the indictment a man should get eight times as severe a 
punishment as was inflicted upon another for the same 
offence? A poor man might break three contracts—one of 
service, and two of another kind. He might not be able 
to pay in all three cases, although in one only—viz., in 
respect of the contract for service—was he put in prison. 
If that was not class legislation he did not know what 
class legislation was.—Lord Elcho pointed out that Mr. 
Newton, who was secretary to the executive committee 
appointed by the various trades of the United Kingdom, 
in giving evidence before the committee of that House, 
said it would be necessary to protect both the masters 
and the men from open and wilful violation of contracts 
on the part of persons knowing that their acts would in- 
jure the employer, and, indirectly, their fellow-workmen, 
and that it would be necessary in certain cases to give 
power to pnuish the workmen criminally for neglect of 
duty. —Mr. Bernal Osborne and Mr. Auberon Herbert 
condemned the severity of Brett, J.’s, sentence on the gas 
stokers.—The Attorney-General, after stating that the con- 
viction of the gas stokers and the judgment of Mr. Justice 
Brett did not turn on the Criminal Law Amendment Act at 
all, and the punishment would have been exactly the same 
if that Act had never been passed, said that the law of 
conspiracy was almost entirely a judge-made law, and it 
was natural, and perhaps inevitable, that it should not be 
merely elastic, which might be a good thing, but. very 
vague and indefinite, which was a very bad thing. The 
propositions assumed by Brett, J.—first, that it was an 
offence against the common law of England for a number 
of persons to combine to compel a person to conduct his 
business in a way to overbear his will, and second that for 
-a number of operatives to conspire or combine to break a 
civil contract was also an offence against the law of Eng- 
land—were new law, and it was for Parliament to consider 
whether the statement of the law of conspiracy had not 
gone beyond what was reasonable. In another case, almost 
contemporaneous, and like that of the gas stokers, Mr. 
Justice Lush had ruled that it was not a criminal offence 
for a man to refuse to work, or to dictate any terms as to 


his work, provided that those terms were not criminal, and |! 
| of the Honse of Lords which sat in 1856, also the report of 


that he did not use any means inconsistent with the 34.and 
35 Victoria.—Dr. Ball always entertaiued the opinion that 
nothing could be more undesirable or unsafe than dis- 
cussions in that House in reference to cases which had 
been decided in courts of law, and the conduct of Her 
Majesty’s judges in trying them. He suggested that the 
control over prosecutions under the Master and Servant 
Act should be given to the Attorney-General.—The 
Solicitor.General dissented from the statement that Parlia- 
ment had no right to examine propositions laid down by 
judges, insisting that, while comments on pending cases 
which might influence the decision were irregular, any one 
was entitled to criticize decisions actually given. He 
must say he dissented from the Jaw as laid down by Mr. 
Justice Brett in the case of “ The Queen v. Bunn.” It was 
contrary toa charge given by Mr. Justice Lush, and he 
should not be guilty of disrespect to the former learned 
judge if he said he preferred the Jaw as subsequently laid 
down by Mr. Justice Lush in a similar case, and not the 
less so because it was delivered with a full knowledge of 
the previons charge. Both charges could not be well 
founded.—Mr. James said that the gas stokers were 
punished because, admitting their right to combine, they 
had combined to break a contract, and because under sec. 
14 of the Master and Servant Act this was a criminal 
offence. It would not have been criminal on the part of any 
other subject of the realm ; but it was criminal in them. 
Was there not ground for complaint on this score ?—Mr. 
Bruce was understood to say that the Government were 
fally satisfied that no necessity had been shown for 
altering the Act of 1871. 

Law Agents (Scotland) Bill.—The House went into 
committee on this Bill, and the clauses were agreed to. 

The Conveyancing (Scotland) Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 


June 9th.—Supreme Court of Judicature Bill._—The 
Attorney-General, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
described the main features of the measure, pointing out 








that the Bill was not one for the fusion of Law and Equity, 
Law and Equity would remain if the Bill passed, but they 
would be administered concurrently, and no one would be 
sent to get in one court the relief which another Court 
had refused to give. Referring to the objections raised to 
the measure, on the ground that it would be injurious to 
Equity, he said that he would give very little support toa 
measure which would prevent the full operation and 
development of that admirable and beneficent system. He 
thought that in both the Equity and Common Law Courts 
there should be persons competent to give information on 
points respecting which the jadges, having been brought 
up under a different system, were naturally wanting, and 
it was the intention of the Chancellor that everything 
necessary and proper for the administration of the law 
under the Bill should be done. But that was a very 
different thing from enacting that such a course should be 
pursued ; because, to enact what Mr. Osborne Morgan’s 
amendment pointed to, would be to stereotype on the face 
of an Act of Parliament that distinction between the 
administration of Law and Equity which it was the object 
of the Bill to destroy. Alluding to the anomalous state of 
the Courts of Appeal, he said that the Exchequer Chamber 
had almost every fault that a Court of Appeal could have, 
and he pointed out that practically, at present, the 
Common Law Appeals to the House of Lords were decided 
by a single judge, for there was not a single Common Law 
Lord but one who attended the sittings of the House. 
Besides, the House of Lords now was not what it used to 
be in former times. Formerly the judges were habitually 
summoned as advisers, and the House of Lords, in 99 cases 
out of 100, or even in a still larger proportion, followed 
the advice given by the judges. The House of Lords was 
at that time a convenient medium through which to 
ascertain the judgment of all the judges; but that was 
not the case now. The rule of the House of Lords now 
was that that the judges were not summoned unless both 
parties desired it. In conclusion, he described the 
constitution of the new Court of Appeal, and the provisions 
of the Bill relating te official and other referees.—Mr, 
Charley moved :—‘‘ That it is inexpedient to abolish the 
jurisdiction of the House of Lords as an English Court of 
Final Appeal.” He cited the report of a select committee 


aselect committee which sat last year, in favour of the 
retention of the appellate jurisdiction. He thought that 
the fact that while, in 1870-71, there were no fewer than 
128 appeals from one equity court to another, there 
were during the same period only 35 appeals to the 
House of Lords, furnished a conclusive answer to the argu. 
ment that the abolition of the appellate jurisdiction of that 
Honse was a very pressing Jaw reform, and he quoted 
from a speech of the present Lord Chancellor, in which he 
said that the administration of justice gains in dignity, 
independence, and stability from its association with the 
Houseof Lords.—Mr. Bourke, in seconding theamendment, 
complained that there was nothing to be found in the bill 
as to the position or qualifications of the referees. They 
might be barristers or attorneys, or gentlemen at large. 
The House ought to know who these referees were to be, 
and what salaries it was proposed to give them. He 
believed the House of Lords was the most popular court 
in the kingdom.—Mr. Usborne Morgan thought it was a 
strange thing that the constitutional objection to the 
removal of the appellate jurisdiction from the House of 
Lords had not occurred to the noble and learned lords who 
voted for the Bill, and it was a conclusive answer to that 
objection that the Bill had come from the other Honse, 
While anxious to promote the main object of the Bill, he 
wished to secure the appointment of Equity judges to the 
High Conrt of Justice. Perhaps the best course would 
be to transfer to each Common Law division one of the 
present Equity judges; but that. could not be done 
without the sanction of the Equity judges. The 
alternative was the creation of new judges; and to 
that the real objection was the financial difficulty.— 
Mr. Gregory agreed with the main principles of the Bill— 
viz., the giving each court the full power of dealing with 
any case, and the rendering procedure uniform; but he 
regretted that the courts had not been broken up into more 
divisions, and a smaller number of judges allotted to each, 
and Equity and Common Law judges mixed together. As 
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to procedure, the effect of the Bill would be to perpetuate 
the practice which now prevailed at law of reserving 
questions of Jaw for the full court, involving the expense 
and delay of two trials of one cause, and to extend it to 
the Court of Chancery. He hoped that the provisions of 
the Bill, giving to the judges power to refer cases to 
referees without the assent of the parties, would not be 
hastily adopted. The mode of procedure under the Bill 
demanded, he thought, considerable attention before the 
measure was passed into law. The traces of a Common 
Law hand were, in his opinion, too plainly written on the 
schedules of procedure—the tendency being to adopt the 
Common Law course instead of that which prevailed in the 
Court of Chancery, where the form of pleading gave the 
greatest satisfaction to the suitors and the practitioners, 
while nothing could be more unsatisfactory than the plead- 
ings at Common Law.—Mr. H. James, while supporting the 
Bill, thought it had a tendency to go a little too far in the 


way of abolishing trial by jury, for under the 30th rule in 


the schedule it depended solely on the will of the judge 
whether he would remit a case to a jury or try it himself. 
Althongh, at first, he had thought the better course would 


since altered that opinion. At this time of the year some 
legal members of the House would, perhaps, be unwilling 
to give up their time and relinquish professional engage- 
ments in order to sit on the committee ; and even if they 
did, the Bill would be sent back to the House at a period 
when every member of the Common Law bar would be 
absent on circuit.—Mr. Matthews said the Bill involved 
questions of detail which could be much better discussed 
upstairs by a select committee than in this House. He 
looked upon the proposed system of official referees with 
the greatest dread and dislike. That system came in 
effect to this, that they were creating a subordinate order 
of judges, to be paid by salary, to be part of the patronage 
of the Lord Chancellor, whose number and qualifica- 
tions were left absolutely open by the Bill, against 


whose decisions there was to be no appeal. The Bill would ; 


give the control of all the interlocutory steps up to notice 
of trial to fifty or sixty registrars, some of whom were not 
lawyers. This was as bad a scheme as could be devised, 
for it was localizing that which was best done in London 
by agents who conducted the business in the cheapest and 
promptest way, and the remission of nice questious of law 
to the registrars would lead to diversity of judgment and 
failure of justice. He thought the best plan would be to 
let the Bill lie fallow for the winter, so that the opinion of 
the profession might be collected. The solicitors, for 
instance, might throw more light on the measure than a 
Chancellor or ex-Chancellor conld do.—The Solicitor. 
General said that the House of Lords was surely the best 
judge of its own dignity, and it had passed this. Bill. 
People talked of the House of Lords as if it were a perma- 
nent legal tribunal; but the fact was that it was not a 
law tribunal at all, and it was a mere accident that it had 
a sufficient number of judges in it at the present moment. 
It was quite possible that some of the Law Lords might re- 
ceive offers from insurance companies in course of 
liquidation to act as private arbitrators, and that they 
might think it consistent with their dignity to accept the 
Office, and not to attend any more as judges in the High 
Court of Appeal. In his opinion that was not the proper 
appellate tribunal for a great country like this. His hon. 
and learned friend was entirely mistaken in what he had 
said about the official referee. The official referee was to 
make a report to the judge, who might act upon such re- 
port, or upon a part of it, as he thought fit. The judge 
might send back the matter to be inquired into by some 
other referee to report upon it. A special referee would 
only have the same powers as an official referee ; in other 
words, his report would not be binding upon the judge. It 
was felt that a very large quantity of work might be done 
cheaply and quickly on the spot in the country, by persons 
who understood the subject, instead of having it inquired into 
in London at great expense and with great delay. As to 
referring the Bill to a select committee, there could be no 
doubt that if it were so referred the minority would not 
acquiesce in the opinion of the majority, and would fight 
over again in a committee of the whole House all the 
points on which they had been at issue. The debate was 
adjourned until Thursday. 








Juries (Ireland) Bill was read a third time and passed. 

Betting Houses.—Mr. Hughes brought in a Bill to amend 
the Act for the Suppression of Betting Houses. 

Funds wf Municipal Corporations, §c.—Mr. Winter- 
botham brought in a Bill to amend an Act of the 
35th & 36th Vict. chapter 91, entitled, “An Act to 
authorise the application of Funds of Municipal Corpora- 
tions and other governing bodies in certain cases. 

June 10th.—Zaw of Conspiracy.—In answer to Mr 
Vernon Harcourt, Mr. Gladstone said that the Govern- 
ment would look with favour on any attempt which might 
be made by his hon. and learned friend to remedy the 
defects of the Law of Conspiracy, whether in the present 
or the next session of Parliament. 

Rating (Liability and Value) Bill.—On the order of the 
day for going into committee upon this Bill, Mr. Scour- 
field moved that the order for the committee be discharged, 
and that the Bill be referred to a select committee. Mr. 
Gladstone said the Government intended to press forward 
both the Bills on this subject. They had, if not a vital, at 
all events a very close connexion, and the Government 


| thought it would be quite possible to pass both measures 
be to refer this measure to a select committee, he had , 


in a satisfactory shape during the present session. The 
result of the motion —probably, indeed, its object—was to 
delay if not to defeat the Bill—Many hon. members 
supported Mr. Scourfield’s proposal, on the ground that the 
Bill was incomplete, and that a reference to a select 
committee was the proper means of supplying its 
deficiencies.—Sir J. Lubbock said there was one question 
involved in that Bill which had not yet received the. 
attention it deserved—namely, the effect of the clause 
introducing the rating of timber. ‘There could be no doubt 
that the effect of the Bill would be to encourage the 
removal of timber——Mr. Stansfeld replied that, according 
to the law of Scotland, this kind of property was rated in 
that country, and he had yet to learn that hill-sides in 
Scotland were not so well clothed with wood as they were 
in England. He intimated that he was prepared to 
assent to assessment by arbitration. He had intentionally 
refrained from laying down principles to guide the 
assessment committees, and he pointed out that, althoagh 
property of different kinds had been assessed, valued, and 
rated since the days of Elizabeth, there was not in the 
statute book of this country a single enactment defining 
the methods by which their value should be ascertained in 
England.—This was disputed by Mr. Hardy, who said that 
although he could not at the moment lay his hand upon 
the statute, he found in “ Archbold’s Poor Law ” the prin- 
ciple laid down that property was to be rated at a sum 
equal to the rent at which it might reasonably be expected 
to be let from year to year, the rates and taxes to which 
it was subject being first dedacted. On a‘division the 
amendment was rejected by 211 to 181.—In committee 
clause 1 was agreed to. 

Innkeepers’ Liability Bill—The motion that this Bill be 
read a second time was rejected by 52 to 35. 


June llth.—Factory Acts Amendment Bill.—Mr- 
Mandella, in moving the second reading of this Bill, said 
that it proposed to shorten the hours of labour of women, 
young persons, and children from 60 hours a week to 54, 
to reduce “ half time” to 33 hours a week, and to enact. 
that the hours of labour shall be between 7 in the morning 
and 6 in the evening. It also raised the age of half-timers 
from 8 to 10, and the age of full-timers from 12 to 14; 
and it abolished the exemption enjoyed by the silk 
manufacturers. 

Law of Conspiracy.x—Mr. Vernon Harcourt brought in 
a Bill to amend the Law of Conspiracy as applied to 
masters and servants. 


June 12.—Supreme Court of Judicature Bill.—The ad- 
journed debate on the motion for the second reading of 
this Bill was resumed by Mr. Lopes, who contended that 
the concurrent administration of Law and Equity might 
be attained in the mode suggested by the Judicature Com- 
missioners without reconstituting the Courts. He insisted 
that the abolition of the Appellate Jurisdiction of the 
House of Lords was unconstitutional, and strongly urged. 
the Government to refer the Bill to a Select Committee.— 
Sir F. Goldsmid supported the Bill.—Sir R. Baggallay 
criticised the constitution of the proposed Court of Appeal, 
and urged that the appellate jurisdiction of the House of 
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Lords should be maintained. He thought that a reference 
of the Bill to a Select Committee need not involve delay. 
—Mr. West and Mr. Norwood supported the Bill.—Mr. 
Amphlett acknowledged that the Bill was in many respects 
an excellent one. He coneurred in the proposal for the 
transfer of the jurisdiction of the House of Lords; but 
with regard to the proposed Court of Appeal he shonld 
have very much preferred a Final Court of Appeal of 
fewer numbers. What was to be done if the Divisions of 
the Appeal Court differed, and how was the law to be 
settled if they came to opposite conclusions? He advo- 
cated the reference of the Bill to a Select Committee.— 
Mr. Serjeant Simon and Mr. H. Palmer spoke in favour of 
the Bill—Mr. Henley thought that an efficient Court of 
Appeal ought to be common to all the three kingdoms.— 
Mr. Holker approved most of the main objects of the Bill, 
but he doubted whether the provisions of the Bill would 
attain those objects. He contended that all distinctions 
between the courts should be abolished, and no Judge or 
division should be confined to one class of cases. He 
effectively exposed the absurdity of the motion that Common 
Law Judges could not master the principles of Equity. 
He was in favour of the retention of the jurisdiction of tho 
House of Lords in certain cases.—Mr. Watkin Williams 
warmly supported the Bill.—Dr. Ball, while supporting 
the main principle of the Bill, thought that the details, 
and especially the new Rules of Procedure, furnished rea- 
sons for referring the Bill to a Select Committee. He 
strongly objected to the abolition of the judicial functions 
of the House of Lords, and contended that these functions 
were aduty,an obligation, and a sacred trust, which the 
House of Lords had no power to surrender or to relieve 
themselves of. He said that the Bench and the Bar in Ire- 
land were unanimously in favour of having the same appel- 
late tribunal for the two countries. He objected to the pro- 
posed Appeal Court as being too numerous.—The Attorney- 
General replied to Dr. Ball’s arguments, and said that the 
question about the Vice-Chancellor was still under con- 
sideration, and might be dealt with in Committee.—Mr. 
Charley's amendment was negatived without a division, 
and the Bill was then read a second time.—Mr. Gregory 
withdrew his motion to refer the Bill to a Select Com- 
mittee, and the committee was fixed for Monday week. 
Bank of England Notes Bill—The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer brought in a Bill to provide for authorizing in 
certain contingencies a temporary increase of the amount 
of Bank of England notes issued in exchange for securities. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The adjourned general meeting of the members of this 
society was held on Wednesday at the Law Institution, 
Chancery-lane, for the purpose, as was stated in the cir- 
cular calling the meeting, of having Mr. Carpenter's 
amendment, which was carried by a small majority at the 
meeting of the 21st of May last, submitted as a substantive 
resolution. 

The chair was occupied by Mr. Nelson, president of the 
society, who presided over a meeting which not only filled 
the body of the large hall, but also the galleries. 

The CHAIRMAN, in opening the proceedings, stated that 
the first business of the day was to put Mr. Carpenter’s 
amendment as a substantive motion. 

A Member inquired upon what principle it was purposed 
to put the amendment as suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN replied, because it was not put as a sub- 
stantive motion at the previous meeting, seeing that the 
meeting was adjourned almost immediately after the 
amendment was voted upon, Having read Mr. Carpen- 
ter’s amendment, 

Mr. C. E. Lewis said he had had an important communi- 
cation made to him by the Council, dated June 9th. The 
communication stated that a case had been laid before 
counsel, in consequence of a suggestion made since the 
last meeting, that Mr. Carpenter’s amendment, if made the 
subject of a bye-law, would be ultra vires; but notwith. 
standing such opinion the Council were prepared to put 
Mr. Carpenter’s amendment as a substantive motion valeat 
quantum. The opinion was as follows :— 











** Re Incorporated Law Society. 

The question is, no doubt, one of some nicety ; but we 
think that a bye-law made in the terms of Mr. Carpenter’s 
amendment (which would in effect exclude from the 
Council and render ineligible members who by the exprese 
words of the 8th section of the charter of 1845 are mads 
eligible) would not be within the scope of the 12th section 
of that charter, and would be ultra vires, 

It does not appear to us that the circumstance that the 
provision already made in the bye-laws that members of 
the Council going out of office by rotation shall immediately 
be eligible for re-election would in any Cegree affect the 
question. 

(Signed) Jonn B. Karsnake. 
Horace Davey.” 


In order that the meeting might thoroughly understand 
the point involved, he would read the 8th article of the 
charter, and he understood the opinion to be based mainly 
upon the words, “ There shall be a Council of the society, 
to be elected from among such of the members of the said 
society as shall be attorneys practising in England.” Iu 
other words, the bye-law which was carried on the last oc- 
casion was supposed to be u/tra vires, because it limited 
the choice of the members. He was much obliged to the 
Council for taking the hint which was given them by some 
friend of theirs, or some opponent of Mr. Carpenter's amend- 
ment, but he must draw the attention of the Council to the 
fact that during the whole of the last twenty-five years the 
Council had been elected under an illegal bye-law. He, 
also thought he was justified in saying that if the bye-law 
proposed by Mr. Carpenter was illegal, a,fortior’ was that 
proposed by the Council, because it was to the effect that 
no member of the society should be capable of being a 
member of the Council unless he should be at the time of 
election a practitioner of at least ten years’ standing. He 
desired also to add that there were no less than two bye- 
laws which conflicted with the opinion of counsel. 

The CHatrMaN informed the meeting that when Mr. 
Lewis was communicated with he was distinctly informed 
that the Council proposed to put the amendment as a sub- 
stantive motion valeat quantum. 

Mr. Rirtey having threatened with much vehemence 
to invoke the aid of the Court of Queen’s Bench in the 
matter, 

Mr. CARPENTER vainly endeavoured to persuade the 
meeting to listen to him, but could only obtain a hearing 
whilst he stated that he was of opinion there was no 
necessity to put his amendment as a substantive resolution 
at the present meeting; whereupon several members ex- 
claimed that both he and Mr. Lewis had signed and issued 
a circular stating that the amendment was to be put asa 
substantive resolution, and that there were to be no 
speeches upon it. 

Upon the motion of the CuatrMAN, and in order to meet 
a difficulty in point of form which had been suggested by 
Mr. Lewis at the last meeting, a resolution was passed 
continuing the operation of the bye-laws now in existence 
until after the proposed bye-laws had been passed, and, if 
necessary, confirmed. 

Mr. Carpenter’s resolution was then put to the meeting, 
and upon a show of hands was declared to be nega- 
tived. Mr. Carpenter challenged the decision, whereupon 
the meeting divided, when the votes, excluding tellers, 
were declared to be—For the resolution, 207 ; against it, 
430, - 
The announcement of the result of the division was 
made amid loud cheers ; and this practically concluded the 
business of the meeting in which interest seemed to be 
taken, fora sudden exodus of many of the members at 
this stage occurred, only comparatively a few remaining. 

The CuarRMAN then stated that he held in his hand a 
protest, signed by two members of the society, objecting to 
the meeting as irregular, upon the ground that it was his 
(the Chairman’s) duty, on the last occasion, to put the 
amendment as a substantive resolution. He differed from 
that opinion. At the same time, it must be obvious to 
them all that if it had been done it would have been necessary 
to call the present meeting to confirm it, and the result 
would have been the same. The consequence of the divi- 
sion which had just been taken would be that the 30th 
bye-law, as proposed by the Council, would be carried, 
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and they would now commence with bye-law No. 3, and 
proceed in regular order. 

The bye-laws, as proposed and amended, were then con- 
sidered, and passed with mere verbal alterations, until the 
llth bye-law was reached, providing for a statement of 
assets and liabilities, as well as receipts and disburse- 
ments, being left in the secretary's office. 

Mr. Kiaper proposed that a copy should be sent to 
each member. 

Mr. ALLEN (Birmingham) suggested that the accounts 
should be published in the Solicitors’ Journal and the Law 
Times. 

The Cuarrman remarked that the object of Mr. Kimber’s 
amendment was accomplished by the new bye-law 53a, 
which had been proposed by Mr. Finch’s committee, and 
adopted by the Council. 

After a short discussion the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. Botton thought it would be well if alist of the 
attendances of members of Council was printed with the 
accounts, and circulated amongst the members; but the 
suggestion not having been seconded, no action was taken 
upon it. 

The discussion upon the proposed bye-laws was 
continued, the alterations proposed being merely of a 
verbal character, until bye-law 24, which proposed to re- 
quire that the president and vice-president should before 
election have had three years’ experience on the Council, 
was reached. On the motion of the Chairman, this re- 
quirement was expunged, as of doubtful validity. 

Upon bye-law 25 being put to the meeting, Mr. Cover 
suggested, that if Sir John Karslake’s opinion were law, 
it was ultra vires to require that a certain proportion of 
the Council should consist of London and the remainder 
of country solicitors, inasmuch as such a requirement 
practically limited the class from which a portion of the 
Council was to be chosen. 

The Cnarrman thought the objection well-founded, and 
was supported by Mr. Wiritams, who, however, maintained 
that it ought to be deemed part of the unwritten consti- 
tution, if not the actual law, of the society, that at least 
one-fourth of the Council should be elected from among 
the country members. 

Mr. Lake strongly urged this view, and protested 
against the omission of the clause, which, he suggested, 
was not ultra vires, as it only proposed to enact that the 
proportions of three-fourths London and one-fourth country 
members should be maintained as nearly as might be. He 
thought that country members would have great ground 
for complaint if the bye-laws were silent upon the point, 
and asked that the opinion of the meeting should be taken. 

Upon this being done, the CmatrMan declared that the 
omission of the words was carried, adding that he, on the 
part of tke Council, sincerely hoped that the country 
members would be fully represented at their board, and 
that the objection was not to the principle but to the 
legality of the proposed bye-law. 

Bye-law 29, prescribing ten years’ practice as a necessary 
qualification for a member of Council, was withdrawn as 
ultra vires. 

On bye-law 30 being reached, a member objected to its 
being put to the meeting, inasmuch as an amendment to 
it had been carried at the last meeting, and no fresh 
notice had been given with regard to it. 

The CHArrMAN said lje was of opinion that the principle 
embodied in the bye-lalvy had been affirmed by the division 
which had been taken at the commencement of the pro- 
ceedings. 

Some discussion ensued upon this subject ; but ultimately 
it was decided that the bye-law, being declaratory only, and 
not necessary, should be withdrawn. 

Mr. Carpenter, upon bye-law 32 being read, moved an 
amendment to the effect that members should not be 
obliged to sign their own ‘nominations as candidates for 
election as members of Council. He said there were many 
persons who, if elected, would willingly fill the office, but 
they did not like to put themselves forward in antagonism 
to gentlemen of great respectability who were already on 
the Council. He was quite aware it had been said that 
unless some restriction, such as he proposed, were adopted, 
persons would be nominated who would refuse to serve in 
any event. He would not object if, after the nominators 

had sent in a name to the Council proposing a gentleman, 





the secretary should communicate with him, and ask him 
whether it was done with his consent. To that the person 
nominated could write back yes or no, and thus the 
mischief which was apprehended would be prevented. 

The CuHatrman said in many cases it had been found 
that persons had been nominated, and when they were 
applied to they absolutely refused to serve. 

After a short discussion the amendment was lost. 

Mr. Cover moved an amendment to the 39th bye-law, 
as follows :—‘‘ The Council shall appropriate a portion of 
the society’s premises for the purposes of refreshment and 
dining rooms for the use of the members without extra 
subscription,” or “ for the purposes of club rooms, for the 
use of all the members, subject to such annual subscription, 
not exceeding two guineas, as the committee shall from 
time to time appoint,” and “ such rooms shall be managed 
by a committee composed of four members of the Council, to 
be selected by the committee, and of four general members 
of the seciety, to be chosen at each annual general meet- 
‘ ” 


The amendmert was lost, some members, otherwise 
favourable to the proposition, voting against it on the ground 
that no notice of so important an amendment had been 
given. 

The 50th bye-law, which proposed to require that an 
auditor should be a practising solicitor of ten years’ 
standing, was struck out, and the bye-laws were then 
preceed with seriatim to the end, and approved, with merely 
verbal alterations. 

Mr. Cuas. Harrtson then moved a bye-law, the effect 
of which, if carried, would have been to give country’ 
members a right of voting by means of voting-papers, 
under certain conditions, whenever a meeting had been 
adjourned for the purpose. He said the new charter 
started with the idea of extending the operations of the 
society, but out of 11,000 attorneys on the roll only 
2,300 belonged to the society, and of these there 
were only 300 members practising in the country. He 
thought it was too much to expect gentlemen to 
come up from Manchester, Birmingham, Newcastle, and 
other places in order to record their votes personally. He 
considered that the bye-law which he proposed, if carried, 
would effect the great object of the society, which was to 
make itself, in some form or other, the true representative 
of the whole body of attorneys. 

The motion having been seconded, 

Mr. WituiaMs said he thought that the bye-law, if 
carried, so far from inducing country members to come up 
and take an interest in the proceedings of the society, 
would induce them to stay away. 

Mr. Rose considered it would be a most unwise thing to 
pass sich a bye-law as had been proposed. 

Mr. Lonesourne did not tkink gentlemen could be 
expected to come from a very long distance and listen to 
arguments before they recorded their votes personally, 
and was in favour of the bye-law. 

Mr. CowbEtt thought it must be considered that every- 
thing which came to the front of the society had been on 
the minds of the members for some time, and therefore 
he should support a bye-law which would give country 
members an opportunity of voting without being present. 

Mr. Burton said nobody was more anxious than he to 
give effect to the wishes of country members ; but when the 
bye-laws were under the consideration of the Council, it 
was decided, after much deliberation, that votingsby means 
of voting-papers was impracticable. 

Several members having expressed their views upon this 
subject, Mr. Harrison’s resolution was put and lost. 

Mr. Laxe then moved a bye-law, having for its object 
the giving to country solicitors belonging to provincial 
societies an opportunity of becoming members of the 
Incorporated Law Society on payment of a reduced sub- 
scription, He considered it would have the effect of 
inducing country members to join provincial societies, 
which was in itself an advantage, and would, also, as he 
hoped and believed, induce them to become members of 
the Incorporated Law Society. 

Mr. Fincu seconded the proposition. 

A Country Memner, whose name did not transpire, but 
who stated he was the secretary of a local society, did not 
believe that country solicitors would join, now that Mr. 
Carpenter’s amendment had been lost, and voting papers 
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on general questions had been successfully objected to. 
He did not believe country members required the induce- 
ment ofa reduction in fees, for which they had ample 
value in the use of the hall and the society’s publications. 
But he contended that the Council were not sufficiently 
vigilant in protecting the interests of the profession at 
arge. 

Mr. Suirury (Doncaster) spoke highly of what the 
Council had done, but concurred in the opinion expressed 
by the last speaker that no reduced fee was necessary. 

Several members thanked the mover and seconder for 
bringing the subject forward, but stated their determination 
to vote against the proposal, and it was ultimately not 
pressed. 

Upon the motion of the President, seconded by the Vice- 
President, the bye-laws were unanimously agreed to as 
being the bye-laws of the society in future. 

The proceedings, which had occupied three hours and a 
half, were brought to a termination by the unanimous 
approval of a vote of thanks to the Chairman and Council. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday last ; 
Mr. E. F. Stanway in the chair. Mr. Ellis J. Davis 
opened the subject for the evening’s debate, viz.—‘ That 
defendants in criminal cases should be competent and 
compellable to give evidence as in civil cases.” The mo- 
tion was carried by a majority of two. 








THE IRISH BAR ON THE JUDICATURE BILL. 
[From our own Correspondent. | 
Dustin, June 12. 

An important meeting of the practising members of the 
Irish bar assembled at the Four Courts Library yesterday 
afternoon, for the purpose of considering the Judicature 
Bill for England, at present before Parliament. Thomas 
McDonnell, Esq., Q.C., occupied the chair. There was a 
very large attendance of the members of the bar. The 
Bill in question, while seekiag to secure uniformity of de- 
cision, and an eflicient court of ultimate appeal, by estab- 
lishing the new Appellate Court, and abolishing the appel- 
late jurisdiction of the House of Lords, is restricted in its 
operation to England only, leaving the former jurisdiction 
of the House of Lords intact so far as respects appeals 
from the Irish and Scotch Courts. The enormous expense 
of appealing to the Honse of Lords in Irish cases; and the 
great inconvenience and difficulty arising from the neces- 
sity of employing new solicitors and new counsel, entire 
strangers to the case, has been long felt to operate as a 
denial of justice to the pvor Irish suitor.; and it is thought 
that, so far as regards Irish appeals, the Bill in question 
would, if passed into law, deprive the present appellate 
tribunal of the only merit it is supposed to possess, viz., 
that of ensuring uniformity of decision in the two countries. 

The following resolutions were, after a lengthened dis- 
cussion, put to the meeting and passed:—l. That to 
maintain uniformity of decision in the Courts of Law and 
Equity in England and Ireland, as well as to ensure an 
efficient tribunal, it is essential that there be the same 
final court of appeal for Irish and English cases.—Pro- 
posed by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong, Q.C., First Serjeant, 
and seconged by Mr. Hewitt Poole Jellett, Q.C. 

2. That as the amount of property involved in many 
Irish cases does not admit of an appeal to a court sitting 
in England, it is desirable that the local courts of appeal 
should be preserved.—Moved by Mr. George May, Q.C., and 
seconded by Mr. John O’ Hagan, Q.C. 

3. That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to all 
members of the Houses of Lords and Commons who are 
members of the bar. 

A number of members of the bar took part in the dis- 
cussion upon these resolutions, including Messrs. Pilking- 
ton, Q.C., William Ryan, Q.C., Gamble, Q.C., Andrews, 
Q.C., Hugh McDermot, David Ross (elected member of 
the senate of Queen’s University), Edmond Meares Kelly, 
Gerald FitzGibbon, Q.C., &c., and there was very little 
difference of cpinion as to the object to be desired, viz., 
a cheap and approachable court of appeal. The proposi- 

tion of Mr. David Ross that the court of appeal to be es- 





tablished for England should pay periodical visits to 
Dublin, to dispose of Irish appeals, and thus maintain uni- 
formity of decision in the two countries. was received with 
applause, but was not made the subject of a resolution, 
Mr. Pilkington, Q.C., explaining that there was nothing in 
the Bill at present before the House to confine the sittings 
of the new Appellate Court to London. 

After a lengthened debate it was resolved that a com- 
mittee of the bar should be appointed by the meeting to 
consider the Bill, and should consist of the following 
gentlemen :—Messrs. May, Q.C., Pilkington, Q.C., Jellett 
Q.C., O’Hagan, Q.C., FitzGibbon, Q.C., Gamble, Q.C. 
Kelly, MacDermot, and David Ross. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The following gentlemen were on Saturday called to the 
degree of barrister-at-law :— 

Lincoin’s-1nn.— William Douglas Edwards (holder of the 
studentship Trinity Term, 1873), LL.B., University of 
London ; William Henry Rattigan (certificate of honour, 
first class), M.A., Ph.D. of the University of Rostock ; 
George John Wild, LL.D., Cambridge; Benjamin Fossett 
Lock, B.A., Cambridge; Charles Archer Cook, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Edward Baron, M.A., Cambridge ; George Walter 
Chapman, B.A., Oxford ; Richard Garnett Bellasis, B.A., 
University of London ; Henry Montagu Randall Pope, B.A., 
Oxford, Fellow of Lincoln College ; George Williams Melville 
Dale, B.A., Cambridge; Thomas Gilbert Carver, B.A,, 
Cambridge ; John James Burton, B.A., Cambridge ; John 
James Casie-Chitty, B.A. and S.C.L., Oxford ; Francis 
Chippindale, M.A., Oxford ; William Gregory Walker, B.A., 
Oxford; Jobn Alexander Macmeikan, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Francis Heathcote Wilson, B.A., Oxford; Richard Ward, 
B.A., Oxford; Alfred Hopkinson, B.A., Oxford; Angelo 
Coutts, Bainbridge ; George Plucknett, M.A., Cambridge; 
James Francis Hole Bethell, of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge ; William Macnaghten Erskine ; Francis Gusta. 
vius Paulus Neison, F.S.S.; George Edwin Ornickshank, 
B.A., Cambridge ; Ernest Laurenee Levett, M.A., Cam- 
bridge, Fellow of St. John’s College ; Edward Albert Wurtz- 
burg, B.A., London ; Francis Loraine Petre, University of 
Lordon; George Morison Macpherson, M.A., aioe 
(Bombay Civil Service) ; Robert Fischer, B.L., University of 
Madras ; Emery James Churcher ; John George Dillon and 
| James O’Kinealy, B.A., Queen’s University in Ireland. 
Inner Tempte.—Robert Russell Swainston, M.A., Ox- 
| ford; William Satterley Lord, M.A., Cambridge ; William 
Eugene Outhwaite, B.A., Oxford; Theodore King, B.A., Ox- 
ford; Charles Agnew Turner, B.A., S.C.L., Oxford; Israel 
Davis, M.A., Cambridge ; James John Railston, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Richard Jephson Hardman Jones, B.A., Oxford ; 
Francis Reginald Armytage, B.A., Oxford ; John Vesey Vesey 
FitzGerald, B.A., Oxford ; Charles James Rowe, B.A., 
Cambridge ; Aretas Wm. Charles Young, B.A., Oxford ; 
Colin Ritchie MacClymont, B.A., Oxford ; Frederick Chas, 
Bradley, M.A. Cambridge; Richard Campbell Davys, 
Oxford ; Nigel Charles Alfred Neville, BA., Cambridge ; 
Robert Pierpoint, M.A., Oxford; Charles Peter Layard, 
B.A., Cambridge ; George Rogers Jellicoe, London ; John 
Treeve Edgcome, London ; Robert Erskine Pollock, UL.B., 
Cambridge ; Matthew Edward Fennessy, London ; William 
Engelbert, Lamaison, B.A., Cambridge; Henry Spencer 
Berkeley ; Richard Bramwell Davis, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Joseph Earle Ollivant, M.A., Oxford ; Robert John Hinman 
Parkinson, B.A., Oxford ; Frederick Morris Fry, London ; 
Hugh Ker Colville; Rakhal Chandra Roy ; Robert Wood 
Ingram, B.A., Oxford; Francis Booker Fitaroy Cowper ; 
James Winterbottom Hamilton, London; Albert Buckmaster, 
B.A, Cambridge ; Edward Kenrick, Oxford ; and Patrick 
Ryan. 

Seas Tempre.—James Keith Grosjean (certificate of 
honour, first class); Richard William Partridge, of 
Wadham College, Oxford ; Richardson Evans, of Wadham 
College, Oxford, M.A., Queen’s University, Ireland ; 
Albert Edward Sykes, of St. John’s College, Cambridge ; 
James Crommelin Brown, M.A., of Edinburgh University ; 
George Brooke, of University of London ; Joseph James 
Gormully ; William Barrington d’ Almeida ; John Rowland 











Lovell Hazeldine ; Francis Roxburgh, B.A., Scholar of 
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Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; James Tatlock ; Richard Ring- 
wood, B A., Trinity College, Dublin; John Thomas Hughes; 
James Coutts, B. 4., Sydney University ; Reginald ‘Thomp- 
son, B.L., of Madras; Edward Arthur Dunn; Krishna 
Govinda Gupta, of University College, London ; Lalmohua 
Ghose, of University College, London ; Cadwallader Waddy ; 
Francis Thumas Dick Barrow; Richard Ambrose Pile 
Bibby ; James Francis Garrick : Anthony Browne Herbert 
Story ; Thomas Conlan, and Henry James Duggan. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, June 13, 1473. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 924 Annuities, April, 85 9} 
Ditto for Account, Jaly 2, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 
3 per Cent. Reduced 923 Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct. 2 dis. 
New 3 per Cent., 923 | Ditto, £590, Du —2 dis. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2190 & £200, —3 dis. 
Do. 2§ per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of Eagland Stock, 1) per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 | Ct. (last oalf-year) 246 
Annuities, Jan.’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
{ndiaStk.,10jpCt.Apr.'74,205 | (nd. Bnf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — | Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,’79 105 
Ditto 5perCent.,July, "801'9) | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. "88 104} | Do.Do,5 per Cent.,Ang.’73 101 
Ditto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
Ditto KnfacedPpr.,t per Cent.964, Dittc, ditto,ander #1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 


















Railways. Paid. Closing Prices. 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ......scscccssssesssreecserseoserss 100 | 114 
Stock Caledonian ... pe 100 | 975 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western ........0.0.-.-se000 100 12s 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 42 
Stock Great Northern o.........scccssseeeess aosre 1273 
cand Re Se Sea FE 1374 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 14 
Stock Great Western—Original....ese.cccresesereesee 100 | 1254 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ........sscoc0ccecsesee, 100 159. 
Stock London, Brighton, and Soath Coast "100 | 77 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover 100 | 224 
Stock London and North-Western 100 148 
Steck London and South Western.. 190 | 1065 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 100 | 785 
Stock Metropoiitun ....cecocccceereess . 100 72 
EOL ~ SOR, SMEUNEE: —.. cnsnccsocsncnscanssoscrwibesosencce! MOO als 
Stock Midland 100 | 139 
aa ie ae 100 68} 
Stock! North Easvern.......co.cesce-rsssersessersseseecencerer, 100 163} 
Stock North London......ce0.00 120 
Stock North Staffordshire .... | ii 
Stock South Devon ....coccecee-- Smeets 74 
Brock) South-Lastern ..0s00.00--sccercesscocssceccecce ssvee v| 100 1038 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 





Money MARKET anp City Inrauriia” NcE. 

Somewhat unexpectedly the Bank rate was reduced on 
Thursday to 6 per cent. The proportion of reserve to 
liabilities has increased from 31} per cent. to above 36 per 
cent. In the early part of the week there was anu advance 
in railway stocks, owing to the large increase of traffic 
appearing upon the returns. Prices were somewhat lower 
on Thursday. There has been no important change in the 
— of foreign stocks, but Austrian securities have been 
ower. 

The prospectus has been issued of the City of Ottawa 
Six per Cent. Sterling Loan, specially secured on the water 
rates of the city, and further on the general rates levyable 
on the whole of the assessable property of the city. The 
issue is of £102,720 sterling loans, in bonds to bearer of 
£100, £200, and £500 each, and one bond of £220, redeem- 
able at par in gold, in London, on the lst of May, 1903, 
unless previously redeemed by drawings at the end of ten, 
fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five years. The interest is to 
be payable in gold in London, at the banking house of 
Messrs. Grant. Brothers & Co., half-yearly, on 1st May 
and lst November in each year, by coupons annexed, and 
the issue price is £102 per cent., including coupon for 
interest accruing from 1st May last, making, reckoning 
such accrued interest and discount for prepayment, the net 
price about par, or £100 per cent. The prospectus states 
that the total amount of the debenture debt of the Cor. 
poration at 15th March, 1872, did not exceed £75,000, which 
has since been considerably reduced, while the revenue of 
the corporation for the fiscal year ending 31st December, 











1871, as certified by the city auditors, amounted 154,752 
dollars, and the value of the property in the City of 
Ottawa liable to be rated was, according to the assessment 
made last year, about 7,000,000 dols., or about £1,400,000 
sterling. 








COURT PAPERS. 


30th May, 1873. 

I, Roundell Baron Selborne of Selborne, in the county 
of Sonthampton, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, 
entrusted, by virtue of Her Majesty the Quaeen’s Sign 
Manual, with the care and commitment of the cnstody of 
the persons and estates of persons found idiot, lunatic, or 
of unsound mind, do, with the advice and assistance of the 
Right Honourable Sir William Milbourne James and the 
Right Honourable Sir George Mellish, the Lords Justices of 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery, also being entrusted as 
aforesaid, hereby in pursuance and exercise of the powers 
and authorities enabling me in that behalf, order and 
direct as follows :— 

So far as regards costs incurred on and subsequently to 
the date of this order, the scale of taxation of costs hereby 
authorized shall be applied to proceedings in lunacy. 

Solicitors shall in all matters in which the income of a 
person who is alleged or is found to be a Junatic or person 
of unsound mind exceeds £150 per annum, be entitled to 
charge and be allowed the fees set forth in the colamn 
headed “ Higher Scale ” in the second schedule to the 
Regulations of the Court of Chancery as to Fees and 
Charges to be allowed to Solicitors, dated the 30th day of 
January, 1857, so far as the same shall be applicable to 
such matters, unless the Lord Chancellor, or the Lords 
Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery, or any or 


' either of them shall make order to the contrary as to all 


or any of the parties to such matters. 

The Masters in Lunacy, or either of them, shall be at 
liberty, by memorandum to be signed by them or either 
of them, to allow to a solicitor for attending on any 


, warrant or other appointment before them or either of 





them such a sum, not exceeding five guineas, as, having 
regard to the special nature of the case, they or either of 
them may in their or his discretion think reasonable. 

When the Master in Lunacy shall not have made and 
shall not have refused to make any such allowance 
as last above mentioned, the Taxing Master shall take into 
consideration the circumstances of each case, and allow to 
a solicitor for attending any warrant or other appointment 
such a sum, not exceeding three guineas, as he may at his 
discretion think reasonable. 

Solicitors shall also be entitled to charge and be allowed 
the fees set forth in the third schedale to the said Regula- 
tions of the Court of Chancery. 

SELpOoRNE, C. 
W. M. James, LJ. 
Georce MELtisH, L.J. 





QUEEN’S BENCH. 

This Court will, on the 14th, 16th, 17th, and 18th 
inst., hold sittings, ard will proceed in disposing of the 
cases in the New Trial, Special, and Crowm Papers, and 
any other matters then pending; and will also hold a 
sitting on the 5th day of July next, for the purpose of 


giving judgments only. is 





COMMON PLEAS. 

This court will sit onthe 18th, 19th, 20th, 21st, and 
23rd instant, hold sittings in banco, and proceed in the 
first instance with the New Trial Paper, commencing with 
the country new trials, and afterwards proceed with cases 
in the Special Paper; and will also hold a sitting on the 
7th day of July, for the purpose of giving judgments. 








Tue Late Sicnor Ratazzi.—Signor Urbano Ratazzi, the 
Italian statesman, whose death occurred last week, the 
Times says was educated for the legal profession, and 
attained a high rank at the bar at Turin. He was 
afterwards in the Court of Appeal, which had been recently 
established at Casale, where he gained a high reputation, 
says M. Vapereau, for legal knowledge, and also for elo- 
quence. 
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SIRTHS, MARR(AGZS, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 

Franeis-WiLutaMs—Oa June 11, at Cornwall-road, West- 
bourne-park, the wife of B. Francis-Williams, barrister-at- 
law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Barr—Fenton—On June 5, at St. Paui’s Church, Sandgate, 
Kent, David Barr, solicitor, Glasgow, to Annie, eldest daughter 
of the late Henry Fenton, Esq., of Sheffield. 

Fretp—Suarrp—On June 4, at St. James's Chureh, Piccadilly, 
Chas. V. Field, Esq., of Saint James’s-place and Furnival’s- 
inn, to (Julia) Elizabeth Hood, second daughter of Dr. Sharp, 
of Talbot-square, Hyde-park. 

Hvit~t—Woop—On June 10, at Monks Kirby, Herbert Ed- 
ward Hull, Esq., B.A., barrister-at-law, to Sa:ah, niece of 
Edward Wood, Esq., of Newbold Revel, Warwickshire. 

STEAVENSON—Bennett—On June 3, at St. George’s, Douglas, 
Isle of Man, D. F. Steavenson, Esq., of the Inner Temple 
and Newcastle-on-Tyne, barrister-at-law, to Eleanor Matilda, 
third daughter of J. G. Bennett, Esq., J.P., of Willaston, 
Isle of Man. 

Warwick—ParknovseE—On June 5, at St. Mary’s Church, 
Rickmansworth, Richard Warwick, of Lincoln’s-inn, bar- 
rister-at-law, to Charlotte Jane, eldest daughter of John 
Parkhouse, of Frogmore, Rickmansworth. 

Witits—Crawrorp—On June 11, at St. Peter’s, Onslow- 
gardens, J. Armine Willis, Esq., barrister-at-law, to Janet, 
daughter of Jas. Coutts Crawford, Esq. 


DEATHS. 

Browne—On June 7, Julia, the wife of Frederick Browne, of 
22, Gloucester-crescent, Regent’s-park, and No. 19, Margaret- 
street, Cavendish-square, solicitor, aged 50. 

Crew—On June 10, at Salisbury, Thomas Francis Crew, soli- 
citor, formerly of Chelsea and Staple-inn, Holborn, aged 67. 
Hetrs—On June 5, at Marseilles, Mr. Thomas Helps, of Up- 

ton Lawn and The Friars, Chester, solicitor, aged 52. 

Jouns—On June 9, at The Priory, Christchurch, Hants, Henry 
Tremenheere Johns, Esq., solicitor, Ringwood, aged 55. 

Newsam—On June 5, at Warwick, Philip William Newsan, 
solicitor, aged 60 years. * 

Yewpatt--On June 5, at Avenue House, St. Mark’s, Leeds, 
George Yewdall, solicitor. 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
June 5.—By Mr. J. BEA. 

Camden-hill.—-The residential estate, known as Aubery House, 

and 2a. Ir. 09. freehold—sold for £17,500. 
By Messrs Danrer Suitn, Son & OAKLEY. 

Herts, near Bishop Stortford.—The freehold residential estate, 
known as Albury Hall, containing 677a. lr. 6p.—sold for 
£40,000. 

The manor of Albury Hall, with its rights, &c.—sold for 
£1,250. 

Lincolnshire.—A rent charge of £500 per annum, amply 
secured—sold for £11,150. 

By Mr. H. E, Marsu. 

Stoke Newington.—Nos. 3 and 4, Stoke Newington-common, 
freehold—sold for £1,720. 

Wimbledon.—Nos. 1 to 5, Linden-cotiages, and a plot of land, 
freehold—sold for, £1,460. 

By Messrs. BEADEL. 

Huntingdonshire and Cambridgeshire, near Fenstanton—Church 
Farm, containing 268a. Or. 33p., freehold—sold for £21,000. 

Manor Farm, containing 178a. Lr. 1Sp.—sold for £10,100. 

St. Ives, near.—Euclosures of land, containing 63a. 2r. 39p.— 
sold for £5,390. 

Fenstanton.—Red Hill Farm, contain‘ng 558a. Or. 3lp —sold 
for £29,000. 

The manors of Fenstanton and Hilton, with their rights, &c.— 
sold for £3,200. 

Tithe rent charge, commuted at £255 14s. per annum—sold for 


Kent, near Selling Station.—The Oversland Farm, of 45a. 2r. 
37p. freehold—scld for £5,400 
June 6.—By Messrs Newsom and STANLEY. 
Suffolk, Mildenhall.—The Grange Farm, containing 30la. 3r. 
35p.—sold for—£13,500. 

The Manor Farm, containing 259a. 3r. 31p.—sold for £5,060 
The Warren Farm, containing 200a. Ir. 29p.—svuld for £3,000. 
By Messrs. Rvusuwortu, Apportt, and Co, 

Sussex, near Sandhurst —Northlands Farm, containing 259a. 3r. 
l7p., freehold—sold for £7,050. 
By Mesers. DEBENHAM, TEWSON and FARMER. 
Borough.—Nos. 114, 115, and 116, Great Dover-street, term 18 
years—sold for £500. 
Bermondsey.—Nos. 162 and 163, Long-lane; and Nos. 1 and 2 
and 56, Baalzephon-street, freehold—sold for £1,560. 


No. 161, Long-lane, and Nos. 48 and 55, Baalzephon-street— 
sold for £2,010. 

Nos. 41 to 47, Baalzephon-street—sold for £3,900. 

Nos. 30 to 40, same street—sold for £3,480. 

Nos. 1 to 6, Willesborough-place, freehold—sold for £760. 

A —_ of freehold buildings in Baalzephon-street—sold fer 

440. 

Nos. 5 to 24. Baalzephon-street—sold for £5,170. 

Nos. 46 to 51, Elim-street, and Nos, 1 and 2, Hallam-place— 
sold for £710. 

Nos. 39 to 45, Elim-street, and Nos. 1 to 10, Ebenezer-row— 
sold for £1,060. 

Nos. 16 to 24, Wilderness-street—sold for £530. 

Nos. 3 and 4, Baalzephon-street, and Nos. 1 to 3, Elim -street— 
sold for £570. 

Nos. 4 to 13 Elim-street—sold for £640. 

Nos. 14 to 38, Elim-street, and Nos. 5 and 6, Wild’s-rents sold 
for £2,300 

Nos. 1 to 15, Wilderness-street—sold for £1,360. 
June 10.—By Messrs. DenENHAM, TEwson and Farmer. 

Upper Thames-street.—The Commercial Wharf, area, 6,000ft., 
term 73 years—sold for £18, 400. 

Kent, near Hildenborough.—Coldharbour-park, and 95a. Ir. 12p., 
freehold—sold for £6,600. 

Surrey, near Godstone.—Maynard’s Farm, containing 55a. 3r. 4p. 
—sold for £2,290. 

Hants, near Ro:nsey.—Braishfield House, and 167a. Or. 33p.— 
sold for £3,150. 

AT TITLE ROYAL HOTEL, VENTNOR. 
May 23.—By Messrs, Driver. 

Isle of Wight, Bonchurch.—Residence known as “St. Boni- 
face,’ and 2a. lr. Op. freehold—sold for £4,300. 

A plot of land, containing la. 3r. Op.—sold for £1,500, 

Three plots of land, containing 4a. Or. 9p. ——sold for £1,390. 

Ventoor.—Two plots of land—sold for £410. 

Benchurch.—Residencs known as ‘‘ Rose Mount,” term 67 
years—sold for £2,000. 

AT THE KING'S HEAD, CIRENCESTER, 
May 27.—By Messrs. Acocks & Hanks. 

Gloucestershire, Eastington—Freehold farm, containing 4961. 

Ir. 29p.—sold for £17,000, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


os 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fatpay, June 6, 1873. 
UNLIMITED IN CuaNCERY. 

Teignmouth and General Mutual Alliance Assurance Association.— 
The Master of the Rolls hae fixed Monday, June 16 at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Limtrep in Caancery, 

Briton Ferry Collieries Company (Limited).—By an order made by 
Vice Chancellor Malins, dated May 24, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Merriman and Powell, Queen st, Cheapside, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Evans's, Covent Garden (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, 
by an order datel May 1, appointed James Cooper, 3, Coleman st 
buildings, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before July 4, to send thair names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Friday, July 18 at 11, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. - 

Liverpool Civil Service and Pablic Supply Association (Limited) ,— 
Petition for winding up, presented June 4, directed to be heard before 
Vice Chancellor Malins, on June 21. Flux and Leadbitter, Leaden- 
hall st, solicitors for th: petiti ners. 

Mines Investment Association of Turkey (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented June 3, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor 
Malins, on June 21, Walters and Gush, Finsbury circus, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

North of Europe Wood Pulp Company (Limited).—By an order made by 
Vice Chancellor Malins, aated May 26, it was ordered that the above 
Company be wound up by the Court. Merriman and Powell, Queen 
st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners, 

Phosphate Manure Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented June 3, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor Malins, on 
June 21. Snell, George st, Mansion House, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners. 

Tvespar, Juve 10, 1873. 
Limitep tn CHANCERY. oe. 

Liverpool Civil Service anl Public Sapply Association (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up, presented June 6, directed to be heard before 
Vice Chancellor Bacon, on June 2!. M@ntagu, Bucklersbury, solici- 
tor for the petitioners, . 

Mines Investment Association of Turkey (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented June 4, directed to be beard betore Vice Chan- 
celior Wickens, on Saturday, Jane 21. Al'en and Edwards, Old 
Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 

New Sombrero Phosphate Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented June 6, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor Malins, 
on June 2l. Lindo, King’s Arms yard, solicitors for the petitioners. 

StavNarizs OF Devon. 
Fatpar, Jane 6, 1873. = 

East Bottle Hill Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 30, directed to be heard before the Vise Warden, at ~ 

Onslow square, Brompton, on Montay, June 16 at 11. Hodge an 

Co, Truro; Agents for Flower aud Nussey, Great Winchester st 





buildings, petitioners’ solicitors. 
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County PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 
Fripay, June 6, 1873, 

Liverpool Civil Service and Public Supply Association (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up, presented May 30, directed to be heard 
before the Vice Chancellor, at 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn, on 
Tuesday, June 24. Barrell and Rodway, Liverpool), solicitors for the 
petitioner. ae : 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tusspay, June 10, 1873. 
Norton Female Benefit Society, Norton, Stockton, Salop, June 4 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, June 6, 1873. 
Andrew, William, Brighton, Sussex, Beer Retajiler. 
wv Andrew, V.C. Baco». Bilton, Coleman st 
Bryan, Edward Langdon, Kensington Park gardens, Doctor. June 
30. Palmer v Bryan, ¥.C. Malins. Clarke and Howlett, Brighton 
Haggis, William, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Innkeeper. June 13, 
Haggis v Osman, V.C. Bacon. Davies, Old Jewry 
NcViccar, Duncan, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. July 8, Haywood v 
Megraw, V.C. Wickens. Bearcroft, Droitwich 
Nickols, William, Rothwell, near Leeds, Maltster. 
Ashworth, V.C. Malins. Turner, Rothwell 
Phipps, Mary Ann, Clapham rd, Widow. Jane 30, Meadway v Scrut- 
ton, V.C. Malins. Avis, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rickards, John James, Aldgate, Housekeeper. July 2. Rickards v 
Rickards, M.R, Neal, Pinner’s hall, Old Broad st 
Taylor, John, St George’s place, Hyde Park, Esq. July 1. Taylor » 
aylor, M.R. Adams, Lincoln’s inn fields 
NEXT OF KIN, 


ahem, wg Richard Camden, Marylebone rd. July 5, Bingham v 
ucan, M.R 
Mobbs, John, Naval Yard, Woolwich, Clerk. Juae 30. V.C. Malins 
Tvespay, June 10, 1873. 
NEXT OF KIN. 
Pick, William, Great Ouseburn, Yorkshire,Gent. July 5. Pick v Pick, 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Fripay, June 6, 1873, 
Archer, Henry, Walter Belchamp, Essex, Farmer. June24. Andrews 
and Canham, Sudbury 
Atkinson, John, Holme, Westmoreland, Gent. July 10, 
Graham, Kendal 
Blair, John, Wrawby, Lincolnshire, Furnace Manager. July 1. Tyson, 
Maryport 


June 30, Andrew 


June 30. Exley v 


Thomson and 


Cook, Joseph, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire, Yeoman. June 28. 
Slaney, Newcastle 
Deason, Edward, Ulverston, Lancashire, Coach Builder. Aug 1. 


Remington, Ulverston 

Dewsbury, James, Birmingham, Licensed Victualier, July3. Coleman 
and Coleman, Birmingham 

Force, Charles Townsend, Exeter. June 24, Force aud Force, St. 
Sidwell st, Exeter 


Foulkes, Saran, Wrexham, Denbigh, Spinster. Aug 1, Salter, 
Ellesmere 
Hall, Caleb Young, Ramsgate, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Sept 30. 


Daniel, Ramsgate 

Hambleton, Thomas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Staffordshire, Farmer. July 7. 
Redfern and Son, Leek 

Harman, James, Bath, Hardwareman. Aug 1. Moger, Bath 

Hewitt, Sophia Maria, Bath, Widow. Aug 1. Gibbs, Jun., Bath 

Limbery, Josiah, Elmdon, Warwickshire, Gent. July 3. Coleman and 
Coleman, Birmingham 

a Robert, Liverpool, Draper. July 15, Tyrer anl Co, Liver. 


ilar, James Boswell, Belmont rd, Twickenham, Gent, July 18, 
Grant, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Money, Maria, Wood st, Upper Clapton, Widow. Sept 3. Goren, 
South Molton st 

Mures, William Lawson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. Aug 12. Hodge 
and Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Parks, Charles, Over, Chester, Farmer, Ju'y 18. Cheshire, Northwich. 

Proby, Elizabeth Susan, Twickenham, Middlesex, Spinster. July 15. 
Gosling, Spring gardens 

Rickaby, Thomas, Gisborough, York, Farmer. June 24. Rawling, Gis- 


‘ough 

Riley, James, Witton, Chester, Cabinet Maker. July 18. Cheshire. 

Scott, Robert, High st, Southwark, Licensed Victualler. June 16. 
Butcher, Cheapside 

Shore, Richard Gwinnatt, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
June 18. Lowe, Dudley. 

Stewart, John, Queen Anne st, Cavendish sq, Esq. July 5. Harrison 
& Co, Bedford row 

Stokoe, Ann, Ryton, Durham, Spinster. July 1. Hopper, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

a nia John, Liverpyol, Draper. July 15. Tyrer and Co, Liver- 


poo 
Tinker, Jane, Devizes, Wilts, Widow. Aug 1, Stead and Co, Romsey 
Turner, Henry, Colchester, Essex, Watch Maker. July 30. Smythies 
and Co, Colchester 
Walker, Immanuel, Ubley, Somersetshire, Yeoman. June 17. Perham 
Wiggett, Rev James Samuel, Binfield, Berks. Augl. Birchan and 
Co, Parliament st, Westminster 
Wyatt, William, Kennington Park rd, Gent. July 5, Smith and Wall, 
New ion 
Tvespay, June 10, 1873, 
Ager, George, Northumberland st, Strand, Lodging house Keeper. 
July 14. Hicks and Arnold, Salisbury st, Strand 
July 4. Faber, Stockton 
Tanner, July i. Perham, 


Barnes, Edward, Stockton, Durham, Gent. 
Bergne, Henry, Woollard, Somerset, 
Wriogton, near Bristol 








Francis, Mary, Derby, Widow. Ju'y |. Potter, Darby 

Giraud, Rev Edward Augustus, Stanaingfield, Suffulk. Jaly 7. Giraud, 
Furniva!’s inn 

Hardy, Mary, Sacriston, Durham, Innke2aper. July 24. Proctor, jua, 
Durham 

Henshaw, Elizabeth, Over Alderley, Cheshire, Spinster, July 11. 
Brocklehurst and Co, Macclesfield 

Hodgson, Thomas, Brighton, Doctor. Aug 5. 
Brighton 

Holroyd, Daniel. Smithy Homa, Yorkshire, Yeoman. 
ley, Huddersfield 

Holroyd, Elizab:th, Marsilen, Yorkshire, Widow. @ct 6. Bostomley, 
Huddersfield 

Isard, Thomas, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Gent. July 1. 
Son, Lewisham 

Lewes, Rev Thomas, Taynton. Oct 1. Price and Sor, Burford 

Puddick, Mary Anz, Lower Thames st, Coffee house Keeper. Aug I. 
Robinson and Co, Charter house square 

Russell, Henry Steward Oldnall, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. July 1. 
Wight and Co, Dudley 

Sedgwick, Rev Jolin, Crook, Westmorland. July 10. Bolton, Kendal 

Stubbins, Charles, Ollerton, Notts, out of business, July 17, Handley 
and Walkden, Mansfield 

Taylor, John Edward, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Esq. July 20. Farrer 
and Co, Linco!n’s inn fields 

Waldegrave, Right Hon Sarah Countess, Widow. Sept 5. Hunt and 
Co, Lewes 

Wild, Henry James, Canning rd, Croydon, Esq. Sept 9. Radcliffe and 
Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 

Bankrupts. 
Fripay, June 6, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Anstey, Christopher John, Guildford st, Rassell square, Barrister-at- 


Law. Pet April8. Spring-Rice. June 18 atll 
Barrilon, George, Leicester square. Pet June 4. Roche. June 19 
9 


Evershed and Shapland, 
Oct 6. Bottom- 


Parker and 


at 12 

Everett, Edgar, York rd, King’s Cross, Tavern Keeper. Pet June 3. 
Hazlitt, June 18at 1 

Hibberd, James, Britannia terrace, Kensal rd, Westbourne Park, Builder. 
Pet June 3. Hazlitt. June 18 at 12.30 ; 

Innes, William, Abingdon st, Civil Engineer. Pet June 4, Hazlitt. 
June 18 at 2 : 

Marks, Abraham, and Henry Marks, Houndsditch, Wholesale Clothiers. 
Pet June4. Roche. June 19 at 12.30 

Odger, George, High st, Bloomsbury, Pet June 3. 
Brougham. June 20 at 11 J ; 

Verkruzen, Moritz Anton, Ampton place, Gray'sinnrd, Wine Merchant, 
Pet June 2. Brougham. June l8atll 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abrahams, Abraham, Bath, Somersetshire, Boot Warehousemia. 
June 3. Smith. Bath, June 20 at Il ; 

Dale, Lawrence, Kidsgrove, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
June 3. Challinor, Hanley, June 18 at 11 

Tuvespay, June 10, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proefs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

Franklin, Simon Hyam, Steward st, Sp'talfisids, Boot Manufacturer. 
Pet June 7. Murray. June 26 at 11 

Harris, William, Wynne road, Brixton road, Grocer. Pet June 6. 
Murray. June 20 at 11.30 

Pyne, Peter, Saint Swithin’s lane, Merchant. Pet June 5. Pepys. 
June 24 at Ll 


Bootmaker. 


Pet 


Salmon, William Frederick. Aldermanbury, Tie Manufacturer. Pet 
June7, Murray. June 25 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Burnicle, Joseph, Middiesboronzh, Yorkshire, Joiner. Pet June 6. 


Crosby. Stockton on-Tees, June 27 at 11.30 
Gosling, Richard, Askham-in-Furness, Lancashire, Tailor, Pet June 6, 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, June 24 at 2 : 
Granvi'le, Augustus Kerr Bozzi, Plymouth, Devon, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Pet June 5. Shelly. East Stonehouse, June 25atl! 
Jackson, James, Eccleshill, Yorkshire, Joiner. Pet June 6. Daniel. 
Bradford, June 24 at 9 
Jones, Thomus, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, Brewer’s Traveller. Pet: 
June7. Jones. Bangor, June 25 at Il 
Mee, John George, Scoke Albany, Northamptoashire, Baker. Pet June 
5. Ingram, Leicester, June 21 at 12 
Peake, John, Launceston, Cornwall, Tailor. Pet June 6. Shelley. 
East Stonehouse, June 24 at 11 ‘ 
Robinson, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Phillips. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, June 23 at Li 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Torspar, June 10, 1873. 
Parkinson, Elizabeth, Brighton, Sussex, Dea'erin Fancy Goods. June 6 
Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farivar, June 6, 1873. 
Baker, George, Highworth, Wilts, Baker. June 17 atl at offices of 
Kinnier and Tombs, High st, Swindon 
Bennett, Samue!, Manchester, Brass Founder. 
of Murray, King st, Manchester 
Blinko, Moses, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Grocer. Jun3 25 at 3 at 
offices of Parker and Sun, Euston st, Chepping Wycombe 
Borton, Francis Carr, Hanley, Stafford, Linen Draper. June 12 at IL 
at the County Court O ffices, Cheapsid2, Hanley. S:evenson, Hanley 
Bowden, John, Thoresthorpe, Lincoln, Clerkin Holy Orders. June 23 
at 11 at offices of Brackenbury, Alford 


Pe; June 7. 


June 26 at 3 at offices 
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13 at 2 at offices of Webster, Basinghall st 
Dutton, Peter, Wigan, Lancashire, Grocer. June 30 at 11 at offices of 
Lees, King st, Wigan 
Faithfull, Henry, Brighton, Sussex, Law Clerk, June 24 at3 at offices 
of Lamb, Ship st, Brighton 
Fewster, Robert, Kingston-upon-Huall, Joiner. June 19 at 1 at office of 
Mends, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Gilbert, Edward, Old Jewry. Stationer. June 23 at 2 at offices of 
Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
Gore, William Henry, York place, Baker st, Portman square, Gent. 
June 16 at 3 at the Guildhall Ccffee house, Gresham st. Edmands 
and Mayhew, Poultry 
Guerra, Guiseppe, Falmouth, Cornwall, Merchant’s Clerk. June 21 at 
2 at offices of Tilly and Co, Falmouth 
Hall, Joseph, Blackburn, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. June 27 
at 3 at offices of Boote and Edgar, George st, Manchester 
Hart, Henry Aaron, B ditch, Hardwi Jane 18 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Coffee House. Payne and Nelson, King’s rd, Bedford 
Tow 
Hartley, James, Wardle, Rochdale, Lancashire, Woollen Manufacturer. 
June 20 at 3 at the Wheat Sheaf Hotel, Fennel st, Manchester. 
Standiing, Rochdale 
Holdsworth, Henry, Normanby, Yorkshire, Grocer. June 19 at 10 at 
offices of Fawcett and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Howe, Henry, Wynford rd, Barnsbury, Fret Cutter. June 18 at 12 at 
33, Gutter lane. Plunkett, Guiterlane 
Jessop, Mary, Uppermill, Yorkshire, Grocer. June 18 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Blackburn, Oldham 
Jones, William, Bristol, Builder. June 14 at 11 at offices of Essery, 
Guildhall, Broad street, Bris ol 
Kelson, George, Princes End, Staffordshire, Stationer. June 17 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 
King, Jchn Thomas, Highbury crescent, Highbury, Stationers. June 
23 at 2 at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
Leafong, William, Strand, Perfumer. June 20 at 3 at offices of Makin- 
son and Carpenter, E/m court, Temple 
Martin, Robert, and John Viney, Leadenhall st, Ship Brokers. June 19 
at 12 at offices of Qui'ter and Co, Moorgate st. Purker and Clarke, 
St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 
Martin, Stephen, Manor plice, Amherst rd, Hackney, Builder. June 
18 at 2 at offices of Thwaites, Basingha'l st. Fulcher, Basinghall st 
Moore, John, Popham rd, ssex rd, Islington, Cheesemonger. June 24 
at 12 at offices cf Poncione, jun, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 
Newborough, Jchn, Sneinton, Notts, Shoemaker. June 23 at 3 at office 
of Cranch and Rowe, Low pavement, Nottingham 
Oberdoerffer, Mathews Adolphe, Regent st, Quadrant, Tobacconist. 
June 23 at 12 at offices of Gibbon, Great James st, Bedford row 
Owens, Robert, Brockhouse Mill, Denbigh, Miller. June 23 at 3 at the 
Kinme! Arms Hotel, St Asaph. Roberts, St Asaph 
Parry, Jon, Liverpool, Butcuer. June 23 at 2 at offices of Meadows, 
Dale st, Liverpoot 
Pilley, Samuel Grimshaw, Calverley, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufacturer. 
June 20 at 2 at offices of Carr, Albion st, Leeds 
Price, John Cooke, Sidney place, Stamford hill, Surgeon, June 20 at 4 
at office of Webb and Pearson, Austin friars 
Purves, George, Waterloo, near Liverpuol, Butcher. June 19 at 2 at 
offices of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Riley, John, Hapton, Lancashire, Libourer. June 21 atll at offices 
of Hartley, Nicholas st, Burnley 
Samson, Thomas, Portland, Dorsetshire, Hotel Keeper. June 23 at 12 
S “ie Auction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, Melcombe 
egis 
Scrivener, Walter Trigg, Finningham, Suffolk, Grocer. June 23at 11 
at offices of Watts, Butter Market, Ipswich 
Setford, William, Nile st, East rd, Hoxton, Grocer. Jino 20at 1 at 
offices of Ashwin, Garden court, Temple 
Spence, Lewis Henry, and Christian Henry Fisher, Hatton Garden, 
Merchants, July 1 at 3 at office of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry 
chambers 
Stennett, John, Langrick Ville, Lincolnshire, out of business, June 18 
at 2 at offices ot Dyer, Boston 
Terry, Rose, Brompton rd, Milliner. June 18 at 2 at office of Dalton 
and Jessett, St Clement’s House, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 
Thomas, Jeffrey, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Hotel Keeper. June 23 at 12 
at the Ermine Hote),Chester. Jones, Conway 
Usher, John Wilkins, Leeds, Confectioner. June 20 at 2 at offices of 
North and Sons, East Parade, Leeds 
Webbe, William, Ivy jare, Bookseller. June 14 at 2 at offices of War- 
rand, Ludgate hill 
Weight, Robert, Stroud, Gloucestershire, Grocer. June 20 at 11 at 
the Subscription Rooms, Stroud. Smith. Stroud 
Whiteliead, John, David Whitehead, and Henry Whitehead, Leicester, 
Elastic Web Manufacturers. June 17 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, Leices- 
ter. Wright, High Holborn 
Williams, David Walter, Aberystwith, Cardigan. June 18 at 11 at 1, 
Baker st, Aberystwith. Atwood 
Wilson, Joseph, Eckingcon, Derby, Grocer, June 20 at 11 at offices of 
Cutts, New square, Chesterfield 
Yrigoyti, Francis de, Leicester square, Wine Merchant. June 30 at 2.30 
at offices of Lewis, Albany court yard 
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THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 


ARR’S, 26 5, STRAND.— 
Dinne2rs (from the joint) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 23. and 2s. 6d. “If I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
od, I knew only of one house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
nn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle fcr a shilling.”—All the Year Round, Jane, 18, 1864, 
page 440. 


The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 


Copp, Samuel, and George Chambers, Edgware rd, Boot Makers. June ! 








Now ready, price 7s. 6d., cloth boards, 


panes PTCY LAW, 1869, in Index Form for 
ready reference, comprising the text of the Acts and Rules, with 
the Formsand decided Cases to Christmas, 1872. 

“The idea is a good one, and appears to have been well carried out. 
It notices the decisions with some care,.””—Law Times, 

**This serviceable little volume is likely to bein request. The idea 
being clearly a capital one, the execution appears satisfactory.”—Law 
Journal, 

“ The design is a useful one.”’—Solicitors’ Journal. 

London: WiLttam AMes, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C, 


Third Edition, 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ and SOLICITORS’ 

J MEMORANDUM BOOK of PURCHASES and SALES, with 
CALCULATIONS Adapted tc Every Investment. An additional por- 
tion especially adapted for the Legal Profession,containing Forms of 
Entry for Freehold and Copyhold Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held ; 
Mortgages, Held and Effected; Insurances; Bills and Promissory 
Notes ; Moneys Advanced or Borrowed. 

‘The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
Erevious to the first edition.” 

Second Edition, 2 
SS - S «“CONSOLS CHART,” showing the 
~ Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Present Time, with the 
Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Debt of Great Britain; 
the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabulated State- 
ment of the Principal Events Affécting the Prices of Stocks. 

‘* Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—-Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 
London: Epwarp StanrorpD, Charing-cross. 
BEXNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austi~-friars, E.C 


DEATH OF BARON LIEBIG. 


ESPECTFUL NOTICE is given by LIEBIG’S 
EXTRACT OF MEAT COMPANY (Limited) that the Guarantee 
Certificate of Genuineness of Quality, signed hitherto by Baron Liebig 
and Professor Max von Pettenkofer, will in future, in accordance with 
Baron Liebig’s own directions made many years age, be signed by his 
Colleague Frofessor Max von Pettenkofer, the eminent Caymist, and by 
Hermann von Liebig, son of Baron Liebig, who has been acting as bis 
special assistant in the Analysis of the Company’s Extract. ‘Thus the 
excellence of the well-kuown standard quality of Liebig Company’s 
Extract of Meat will continue absolutely unaltered. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—A (N) ICE LECTURE 
FOR THE WARM WEATHER, by Professor Garpwer, with 
brilliant experiments —Great success of Mr. Geones Bucktann’s New 
Fairy Entertainment, THE ENCHANTED GLEN, written by Dr. 
Crorr. “Scenic effects of rare beauty and ingenuity, and a dramatic 
dialogue that bristles with happy hits—social and political.””—Standard. 
* Topics of the day handled with decided vigour.’”’—Daily News. ‘‘ The 
dialogue is sparkling, and abounds in genuine hamour,””—Morning 
Post.—Lecture by Mr. Kinu, SPRING BUDS. A Batch of Babies.— 
HOW TO GET TO VIENNA, by Mr. B. J. Maupen.—A superb FAIRY 
FOUNTAIN.—THE MYSTERIOUS YOUTH, Master TarLoz.—Many 
other Entertainments. Open from 12 to 5,and7to10. Admission Is. 


XECUTORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &c., &., 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the ‘ West-end Auction Mart” the be+t 
medium for realising, it being centraliy situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales, 
Valuations made for all purposes.—W. Hickinsotaam & Sons, Pro- 
prietors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Murtin’s-lane, W.c. 























Berkshire, in the best and most attractive part of the Royal County.— 
Domain of 340 acres, proposed to be offered in park lots of about 10 
acres, as sites for mansions and residences, or for public institutions. 

R. JAMES BEAL is instructed to offer for SALE 

by AUCTION on TUESDAY, Ist JULY, at ONE o’clock 
precisely, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, E.C., in lots, the above 
important and unusually attractive FREEHOL) PROPERTY, known 
as tha Ravenswood Estate, close to Wellin zton College Station, on the 

South-Eastern Railway, abcut three miles fromthe Workingham Station 

on the South-Western Line, the trains by which ran to Waterloo, C.nnon 

street, and Charing-cross Stations: two miles from Sandhurst, within 
easy drive of Ascot racecourse, Virginia-water, Windsor Park and 

Forest Bagshot and Su dale. The seats in the neighbourhood 

are those of the Marquis of Downshire and John Walter, Esq., M.P. It 

is in Mr. Garth’s Hunt, within easy reach of Her Majesty’s Stag Hounds 
and in the parishes of Finchampstead, Wokingham, and Sindiurst. The 
soil dry, the climate exceedinuly healthy, water pure and abundant. 

The lands lie high, gently rising in fine undal:tions, well-wooded, come 

manding extensive views; bounded by excellent roais, and the South- 

Eastern Railway. An abundance of brick ear-h will be found on the 

estate. {tis impossible to overrate the value of this neighbourhood. 

The renowed Windsor and Swinley Forests, with the world famous 

drives, and the range of Bagshot-heatn and Chobham-common, with 

the known salubrity of the air render it unrivalled as residential property. 

Indefeasible title. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with maps of ths estate may be 


had of ? 
Messrs. WEEKS & WATTS, Land agents, Wokingham ; 

at the Mart; at the Innsin the neighbourhood; of Bowen May, Exq. 

67, Russeli-square, W.C.; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street 

Waterloo-place, London, 5.W. 
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‘STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs. Ventom, Butt, & Cooper's Monthly Register, contain- 

ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 

Honses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments generally, 

may te had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owners 

having properties for disposa! are invited to send fall particulars to the 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 

Periodical Sales. 

R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERIO- 

i DICAL SALES (established in 1843) for the Disposal of Rever- 

sions, Absolute and Contingent, Life Interests and Annuities, Policies of 

Life Assurance, Shares in all public undertakings, Advowsons and next 

presentations, manorial rights, and tithe rent charges, are APPOINTED 

to TAKE PLACE on the first Thursday in each month throughout the 


Present year, as under :— 
June 5th. July 7th. Sept. 4th. Novy. 6th, 
Aug. 3rd. Oct. 2d, Dec. 4th. 
Also that the following days are appropriated during the present year 
for the sale of Freehold Estates, town or country Mansions, Copyhola 
and Leaseho!d Properties, suburban and town Residences, Freehol 
and Leasehold Ground-rents, and every description of real property :-- 
May 15th, 22nd, and 29th. September 18th and 25th. 
June th, 19th, and 26th, October 16th and 23rd. 
July 10th, 17th, 24th, and 31st. November 20th and 27th. 
August lith, and 2Ist. December !1th and 18th. 
Auction, land and estate agency offices, 54, Cannonestreet, E.C. 
Important Freehold Investment, No. 16, George-street, Hanover-square, 
the residence of Sir Wm. Fergusson, Bart., F.R.S., &c. 


NV ESSRS. WOOD, LANGRIDGE €& CO. will 
I SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, the 19th 
ZUNE, 1873, at ONE precisely (by direction of the owner), the above 
capital FREEHOID MANSION, of handsome elevation, and sub- 
stantially bui't. It contains niue good bed-rooms on two floors, three 
drawing-rooms, dining-room, morning-room, library, good entranc3 
hall, principal and back stairs, and commodious servants’ offices, In 
good substantial and decorative repair. Is let on a repairing lease, 
expiring Midsummer, 1879, at the nominal rent of £300 per annum ; 
but which, after that period, will be very much incrsased. 
May be viewed by curds only, to be obtained of the auctioneers, and 
particulars and conditions of sale had at the Mart; of 
ALFRED PEACHEY, Esq., solicitor, 17, Salisbury-square ; 
and at the Auc'ior eers’ offices, 65, New Bonde-street. 


N ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

\ LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Furms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments general'y, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 

Highbury New-park.—Excellent Investments, in superior residences, 
let to first-class tenants at low rentals, varying from £84 to £94 per 
annum ; alsoa capital Family House, with possession. 

\ ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 

a will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY. JUNE 17, at 

TWO, in lots, the following valuable LEASEWUOILD RESIDENCES ;— 
Lot 1. No 44, Higubury New-park, let to F. Browning, 

Esq., on lease at per ann'tm on “oo ooh one ove 0 
Lot 2, No. 46, Highbury New-park, let to W. Sturt, Esq , 

atperannum .., ae a ove ooo ove sas es 
Lot 3. No. 48, Higibury New-park, let to Mrs, Venn, at 

perannum ... eee ee ove ove eve ove one 
Lot4. No. 54, Highbury New-park, let to S, F. Langham, 

Esq., ou lease, at per annum sas eos baa aes sve 
Lot 5. No 56, Highbury New park, let to D. Bauman, Esq, 

on lease, at per annum eee toe eee ove eee eve 
Lot 6. No, 186, Highbury New-park, to be sold, with pose 

session on completion of the purchase, Annual value 





93 0 
90 0 


94 0 
95 0 


Total rentals ‘ee + £546 10 
Held for long terms, at very moderate ground-rents, 
Particulars of 
W. G, COVENTON, Esq., solicitor, 8, Gray’s-inn-square ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





Ramegate, Kent.—By order of tha Mortgagees.—A com modious Free- 
hold Residence and grounds, suitable for private occupation, and 
especially adapted for a professional mar, being situate in the heart 
of the town, near the Market-place, off:ring also to builiers and 
others unusual facilities for development by conversion into shops. 
For sale with possession, Also, a Freehold Dwelling House adjoin- 
ing, let at £25 a year.’ 

WM ESsss. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 

will SELL at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 17, at TWO, in 
two Lots, the following PROPERTIES, viz:— 

Lot t. The capital FREEHOLD FAMILY RESIDENCE, 55, Queen- 
street, Ramsgate, comprising eight good bed chambers, a dressing room, 
large square entrance hall, dining room 24ft. by 18fc., drawing room 
24ft. by 18ft. Gir., including bay with French casements opening to the 
grounds, morning room, breaktast room, lofty kitchen, servants’ hall, 
and convenient domestic offices. At the rear of the houseisa large 
garden with lawns avd flower beds, fishpond, and rockeries; and well 
planted with thriving shrubs and trees. For sale with possgssion, 

Lot 2, The FREEHOLD DWELLING-HOUSE (adjoining lot one), 
No. 12, Effingham-street, Ramsgate, containing seven rooms on the 
upper floors, two rooms on the ground floor, together with a com- 
modious basement and a yard at the rear, let to Mr. Chapman, yearly 
tenant, at the low rent of £25, 

Particulars of 

C, E. FREEMAN, Esq., Solicitor, 20, Gutter-lane, City; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, 


Sussex, near Lewes.—The valuabie Freehold Estate, comprisiag 
Lentbridge and Vicarage Farms, in the parishes of Plumpton and 
Westmeston, within a few minutes’ walk of Plumpton Station, about 
24 miles from Cook’s-bridge Station, and only five miles from the 
capital markets and stations at Lewes and Hayward’s-heath, It com- 
prises about 105} «cres of fertile pasture and arabie land, well 
watered, and lying in aring fence, having considerable road fron- 
tage, including two farmhouses and homesteads. Let to Mr. Sim- 
monds at the low old rent of £110 per annum. 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 
; will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 17, at TWO, 
the above described FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
Particulars of, 
W. G. COVENTON, Es}., Solicitor, 8, Gray’s-inn-square ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





By order of Mortgagees.—Twickenham, Middlesex, about half a mile 
from the Station. A capital Copyhold Family Residence, with stabling, 
outbuildings, and attractive grounds, formerly the residence of the 
late King Louis Philippe when Duke of Orleans, 

N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 17, at TWO, 
in On> Lot, the desirable FAMILY RESIDENCE, known as High 

Shot-house, on the Ricl l-road, Twickenham, containing seven bed 

chambers, dressing room, dining aad drawing rooms, smoking room, 

ftorercom, convenient offices, and cellarage, five-stall stable, double 

coach-house, loft, fowl, wood, and tool houses. The grounds inciude a 

lawn, well stocked pleasure and kitchen gardens, enclosed by brick 

walls. Letto an old-standing tenant on a yearly tenancy at £100, 

The property (excepting a small portion of the garden, which is free- 

hold) iscopyhold of the Manor of Isleworth, subject to a nominal fine, 

It possesses a frontage of upwards of 250ft,, and is an eligible building 

site. 

Particulars of 
S. HARLEY KOUGH, Esq., Sulicitor, Church Stretton ; of 
Messrs. GRIFFITHS & BROWNLOW, Solicitors, 34 Bedford-row ; 
; ard of the Auctioneers, &0, Cheapside. 








Chigwell, Essex.—7} acres of valuable Freehold Land (Brick Earti), 
intersected by the river Roding, and approached from tha main 
road between Chigwell and Abridge. It contains a bed of fine golden 
clay, suitable for the manufacture of best face bricks, the remaining 
portions of a stronger quality. The above is well situate for the 
manufacture of bricks, &c., and a ready sale cain be commanded 
at remunerative prices, there being no other brickfield in the 
neigbbourhood; easy cartage to the following places of about four 
and two miles respectively; Woodford, Buckhurst-hill, Loughton, 
Chigwell, Theydon Bois, and surrounding places, where buildings are 
being erected. 
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Mt. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, en TUESDAY, June 17, at TWO, 

the above described valuable FREEHOLO LAND, 

Particulars, with plans, of . 
Messrs. PEACOCK & GODDARD, Solicitors, 3, South-square, 
Gray’s-inn ; 

and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 

Lewisham.—By order of the Mortgagees.—About a mile from New 
Cross and Lewisham Junction Stations, and only a few minutes’ walk 
from Lewisham-road Station, The capital semi-detached Residence, 
known as No. 27, Tresillian-road, Lewisham-high-road, It has a gar- 
den ia front, is brick built with stone dressings, and comprises five 
bed chambers, three sitting rooms, one of which opens to a conserva- 
tory, kitchen, scullery, and suitable offices, together with a good 
garden in the rear. Let to Miss Selby, yearly tenant, subject to 
three months’ notica, at the low rent of £45 per annum; held for 
99 years from 1866, at £7. 

N ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 

x will SFLL at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE, 17, at TWO, 

the above described genteel] RESIDENCE, suitable as an investment, 

with the opportunity of obtaining early p ion if desired. 
Particulars of 

| c. E. FREEMAN, Esq., Solicitor, 20, Gutter-lane ; 

| and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





Borough High-street.—The ‘Tabard or Talbot Inn, the famous old 
English hostelry at which the Canterbury Pilgrims assembied, in 
the time or Chaucer, before proceeding on their journey; together 
with the Talbot Publichouse, and other Buildings in the Inn-yard 
comprising several warehouses (including a substantial and extensive 
hop warehous: of six lofty floors, recently erected), workshops, large 
ranges of stabling, offices, and dwelling houses, with gateway en- 
trance from the main thoroughfare ; also two houses aad ehops, 
Nos. 85 and 89, Borough High street, the whole being freehold, land 
tax redeemed, and the present income, exclusive of the portions in 
hand, about £1,200 per annum. The property occupies the important 
area of upwards of 29,000 square feet, and being situate within sight 
of London-bridge, and close to the Hop Mirket and London, 
Brighton, and South Eastern Railway Stations, is specia'ly adapted 
for a goods depot, or for the erection of warehouses and other mer- 
cintile premises, which would produce @ large annual ground-rent, 
It is also, perhaps, the finest site in this district now available fora 
first-class theatre, hall, or public building. 

NM ESSRS. DEBENHAN, 'TEWSON & FARMER 

will SELL at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 19, at TWO, in 

; One Jot, the very valuable FRELHOLD PROPERTY above described. 

| The hop warehouse is let on lease for a term having about 20 years to 

; run, the remainder. on yearly and other tenancies, which will expire at 

| Michaelmas next, or are determinable on giving six months’ notice at 

| any time, so thata purchaser will have the benefit of almost immediate 
possession. 

| Particulars, with plans, may be had of 

Messrs. HOLLINGSWORTH, TYERMAN & GREEN, Solicitors, 
4, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street , 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 








